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ADVERTISEMENT. 



The Trial of Lord Melville having occupied the 
space of fifteen days, a minute detail of every thing 
which passed would fill a volume of considerable size. 
The following sheets will be found to contain a con- 
cise but faithful report of all the material parts of 
this solemn and dignified proceeding* Various ques- 
tions, upon the admissibility of evidence, were agi- 
tated in the course of the Trial, but the arguments 
upon those points are wholly omitted, as they would 
be uninteresting to the general reader. The object 
of this work is to give such a report of the Trial as 
would not be too expensive for the generality of 
readers to obtain ; but, however it may have been 
compressed with that view, the public may rest as- 
sured it contains every argument and every fact, 
which is necessary to give them a thorough know- 
ledge of the whole case* 
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This interesting Trial commenced on the 29th Jpril, 

1806. 

THE ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT 

WERE IN SUBSTANCE AS FOLLOW: 

The Preamble stated the Letters Patent, dated the 
19th day of August, 1782, appointing Lord Melville 
Treasurer of the Navy, and the King's Warrant, 
dated the 23d October, 1782, granting to him a salary 
of 40G0/. per annum, in full satisfaction of all wages 
and fees, and other profits and emoluments thereto- 
fore enjoyed by former Treasurers of the Navy. That 
Lord Melville continued Treasurer from the 19th 
August, 1732.- till the icth of Aj)ril 1783; and was 
again appointed on the 5th January, 1784, by Letters* 
Patent of that date-t-that he received a similar Salary 
Warrant, dated the 18th January, 1786 ; and that his 
Lordship continued in office under this second appoint- 
ment till the 31st May, 1800. 

The Preamble also stated certain resolutions of the' 
Jlouse of Commons, and reports of the Commissioners 
of Accounts in 1.7823 and set forth some of the 
clauses of the act passed in June 1785, for the better 
regulating the office of Treasurer of the Navy. 

It also stated, that on the loth January, 1786, 
Lord Melville appointed Alexander Trotter, Esq. his 
Paymaster ; and by power pf attorney authorized him 



to draw upon the Bank of England, upon the account 
of Lord Melville as Treasurer, for all such sums as 
should be wanted for the public service; the said 
Alexander Trotter being particularly careful to spe- 
cify in each and every draft the service for which the 
same should be drawn. 

The Preamble then concluded with averring, that 
Lord Melville had acted fraudulently, corruptly, and 
illegally, in the several instances following: 

ARTICLE I. Charged that Lord Melville, whilst 
Treasurer of the Navy, and previous to loth Ja- 
nuary, 1786, took and received from the money 
imprested to him as Treasurer 10,000/. or some 
other large sum or sums, and fraudulently and ille- 
gally converted and applied the same to his own 
use, or to some other corrupt and illegal purposes, 
and to other purposes than Navy Services. 

And that he continued such fraudulent and ille- 
gal conversion and application after passing of the 
said act for better regulating the office of Treasurer 
of the Navy. And that the said Lord Melville de- 
clared in the House of Commons on the nth day 
of June, 1805, that he never would reveal the ap- 
plication^of the said sum ; and added, that he felt 
himself bound by motives of public duty, as well 
as private honour and personal convenience to con- 
ceal the same. 

All which is averred to be contrary to his duty, 
a breach of the trust reposed in him, and a violation 
of the laws and statutes of the realm. 

ARTICLE II. Charged that Lord Melville in breach 
and violation of the said act of parliament for better 
regulating his office, connived at, permitted, and 
suffered Mr. Trotter, illegally, to draw from the 
Bank of England for other purposes than for im- 
mediate application to Navy Services large sums oiF 
money out of the money issued on account of the ^ 
Treasurer of the Navy ; and connived at and per- 
mitted him to place the same in the hands of 
Messrs. CoutU and Co« the private bankers of the 



said Alexander Trotter, in his own name, and syb- 
ject to his sole controul and disposition. 

Which is averred to be contrary to law — a 
breach of the high trust reposed in him, and a vio- 
lation of the laws and statutes of the realm. 

ARTICLE III. After stating that Mr. Trotter, by vir- 
tue of the authority given to him, drew large sums 
of money from the Bank of England, charged that 
the said Alexander Trotter did, with the privity, by 
the connivance, and with the permission of Lord 
Melville, apply and use such money, or great pari 
thereof, for purposes of private advantage, or in- 
terest, profit, and emolument; and did place the 
same, or great part thereof, in the hands of Messrs. 
Thomas Coutts and Co. mixed with and undistin* 
guished from the proper monies of the said Alex* 
ander Trotter ; whereby the said sums of money 
were not only used for privatp emolument, but ex- 
posed to risk, and withdrawn from the controul of 
the Treasurer of the Navy. 

ARTICLE IV. Charged that Mr. Trotter, with the 
privity, or by the connivance and permission of 
Lord Melville, placed sums issued from the Ex- 
chequer on account of the Treasurer, and drawn 
from the Bank of England, in the hands of Mark 
Sprot and other persons, and applied and used the 
same for purposes of pYivatc advantage or interest, 
profit or emolument, and for other than Navy 
services. 

ARTICLE V. Charged that Lord Melville did, after 
the loth January, 1786, fraudulently and illegally, 
for the purpose of advantage or iriterest to himself, 
or for acquiring profit or emolument therefrom, or 
for some other corrupt and illegal purposes, and for 
purposes other than Navy Services, take ^^^ re- 
ceive from the public money placed in his name at 
the Bank of England as Treasurer of the Navy, the 
sum of io,ooo/. and did fraudulently and illegally, 

B 2 



convert and apply the same to his own u«e of to 
some other corrupt and illegal purposes. 

ARTICLE VI. Charged that Lord Melville did 
procure and receive from the said Alexander Trotter 
advances of several large sums of money, which 
Were made to him in part from money so illegally 
drawn from the Bank, and in part from sums so 
placed by the said Alexander Trotter in the hands 
of Messrs. Coutcs and Co. when mixed with and 
undistinguis'.ed from the proper monies of the said 
Alexander Trotter. And that the said Alexander 
Trotter, kept an account currant with Ix)rd Mel- 
ville, entered in certain books, and the books and all 
vouchers, memorandums and writings, in the pos- 
session of the said Alexander Trotter and Lord 
Melville, relative thereto, were burnt and destroyed 
by them, in pursuance of a clause contained in the 
release between them, with a view to prevent the 
discovery of the said several advances of money, 

ARTICLE VII. Charged that Lord Melville re- 
ceived from the said Alexander Trotter, amongst 
other advances of money, the sum of 22,000/. part 
advanced exclusively from public money, and other 
. part from the said mixed fund at. Coutts and Co's. 

ARTICLE VIII. Charged that amongst other ad- 
tances of money. Lord Melville received from Mr. 
Trotter the sum of 22,00c/. for which it had been 
alledged by Lord Melville, he was to pay interest. 

ARTICLE IX. Charged that during all or the 
greater part of the time that Lord Melville was 
-Treasurer, the said Alexander Trotter did gratui- 
tously and without salary act as Lord Melville's 
Agent, and was from time to time in advance for 
him in that respect to the amount of from 10,000 
to 20,000/. And that the said Alexander Trotter 
did so gratuitously transact the private business of 
the said Lord Melville^ and make him the said ad- 



^irances of money in consideration of the said Lord 
. Melville connivipg at the said Alexander Trotter 
so applying and using the public money for pur^ 
poses of private emolument. 
ARTICLE X. Charged that Lord Melville, on di- 
vers days and times between the 19th August, 
178^, and the 5th January^ 1784, and also on di- 
vers days between the 5th January, 1784, and the 
jst January, 1786, receive from the monies im- 
prested to him as Treasurer or ExrTreasurer of the 
Navy, divers sums amounting to 27,000/. and^did 
fraudulently and illegally convert and apply the 
same to his own use, or to some other corrupt and 
illegal purposes, and to other purposes than Navy 
^Services, and did continue the said fraudulent and 
illegal conversien and application after the passing 
of the act for better regulating thg office of Tre^r 
gVirpr of the Navy, 



To these articles Lord Melville pleaded not 
GUI LTV; and the Commons replied, averring that 

he WAS CVILTY. 

The articles, answers, and replication, having been 
read, Mr. Whitbread (one of the Managers tor^th^ 
commons) rose and spoke as follovvs 5 - 

My Lords, I am commanded to open to your Lord»- 
jhips, at once, all the charges exhit)i|:ed against Henry 
Lord Viscount Melville, This course is adopted, as 
much because the matters of charge are of theti^selves 
-difficult of separation, as because those, to whom thp 
ni^nagement of this cause has been entrusted, have 
.determined that upon th^m shall re^t no iniputation of 
delavr 

My Lords, I fear * it will be necessary for me to 
enter into a long and fatiguing, detail of perplexed 
accounts, aiKi to give ^ narrative of dry facts, which 
are susceptible of no embellishment;, . ' 

I trust, my Lords, in the course of this prosecution, 
that, whatever ardour I niay feel tq bring to an issue 
4\i^ i|iost honpurablfs to the Commons of Grc^t Britaii^ 
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that Aargc which they have exhibited against the 
Defendant, I shall not be betrayed into any intem- 
perance of expression whatever towards the De-^ 
fendant. My Lords, truth delights in the language 
of temperance, and she makes her most forcible ap- 

{)eal in the accents of moderation ; and I may be be- 
ieved when I say, my Lords, that 1 am as anxious to 
avoid the infliction of unnecessary wounds upon the 
Defendant himself (and much more upon those who 
are most near and dear to him) as I am anxious to 
obtain a legal conviction of that which I know to be 
tnOral guilt. 

But, my Lords, neither will I sin in the opposite 
extreme, nor be betrayed by the affectation ot can- 
dour into a dereliction of duty. My Lords, I will 
speak for that I love — I will speak for justice. If 
the party accused have done so as we charge, his 
fault is double, for he came in upon reformation, hav- 
ing discovered the abuses of others; and this I would 
say unto you, if I were to die this hour — faults by 
mistake, God forbid that you should be harsh in cen- 
u ring ; but errors that are wilful, spare them not. 

My Lords, the office of Treasurer of the Navy was 
founded in the beginning of the century before the 
last ; a certain stipend was allowed to the person who 
executed that office ; and although it was never legal 
so to do, yet down to a certain period it was irre- 
proachable to those who exercised that oflice, to make 
use of the public money whieh passed through their 
hands. 

My Lords, at the close of the American war, when 
the expences of the country had risen to a very con- 
siderable height, when it was necessary to begin 
plans of economy and reform, and when there existed 
m the House of Commons of that day, spirits who 
were determined to inquire into the true situation of 
the country ; a commission of accounts was instituted 
by act of parliament, to ascertain what had been the 
mode of the expenditure ot public money, what ba- 
lances it was right to call for, and what enactments it 
was right to make in future for the due execution of 
this office. These commissioners, one of whom is in 



the box, a fellow manager of mine, executed the tfust 
reposed in them with diligence and ability, and they 
tnadc a variety of reports ; among others, a special 
report in the office of Treasurer of his Majesty's 
Navy. They stated the balances that had been in 
the hands of the Ex-Treasurers, and advised that re- 
gulations should be made in future, to prevent such 
accumulation of balances ; that no temptation should 
ever be held out to any future treasurer to do that 
which they complained former treasurers had done. 

Mr. Whitbread then stated certain resolutions of 
the House of CommoiTs, and the measures which were 
taken by the King to increase the salary of Mr. 
Barrc (who was Treasurer of the Nav/ in 178a) to 
4C00/. a year, in lieu of all emoluments theretofore 
enjoyed by former Treasurers of the Navy. 

He then stated, that when Mr. Barre quitted the 
office t>f Treasurer of the Navy, the noble defendant 
succeeded him; and that he was bound by his Ma- 
jesty's warrant, granting the salary of 4000/. per 
annum, to make no use of the public monev to his 
interest or advantage. . My Lords, (continued lie,) the 
defendant, at the time he came into that office, ap- 
pointed Mr. Douglas to be his paymaster; a gentle- 
man who had exercised the office of paymaster under 
several Treasurers of the Navy ; I believe for a suc- 
cession of almost eighteen years, with a slight inter- 
ruption during the time that Mr. Barrc exercised that 
office. My Lords, we charge, in the first article of 
impeachment, that the noble defendant, during the 
time Mr. Douglas was his paymaster, and previous to 
an act of parliament, to which I shall soon have oc- 
casion to call the attention of your lordships, did, in 
breach of his duty, possess himself of a certain sum of 
money. My Lords, I beg your lordships to consider 
ac this period the situation in which the Commons 
have stood with regard to the articles that they have 
exhibited to your lordships. At the time they were 
exhibited, the committee were not in possession of a 
great part of the evidence which I shall now have 
the honour to open to your lordships. We drew the 
charges as it were in the dark, but framed them in 

»4 
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Such a manner as that the evidence, whatever it might 

be, might apply to some of the articles, or rathcf sotne 

parts of the charge, which we have adduced again$t 

the .noble Lord. And I also beg your lordships to 

consider, that the lapse of time, from the date of the 

crime which we charge upon the defendant in the 

first article, is no less than twenty four years; that 

many of the persons who acted in these transactions 

have been lon^ since asleep in their graves; that 

much of the written evidence which we ought to have 

been able to collect has been purposely destroyed, 

and put out of the way ; that much has been accir 

dentally lost ; and that we are now driven to living 

witnesses, who were actors in these transactions, in 

order to establish before your lordships the guilt of 

the person whom we accuse. But our difficulties are 

surmounted, I trust ; and we shall be able tp lead 

your lordships by a circuitous path; by small steps 

perhaps at fii-st, but afterwards, as I have the satisfap- 

tioh to say, by a more plain and .open road, to an 

eminence, from whence you shall survey all the 

transactions of the defendant, during the course of the 

last eighteen yfears. And, notwithstanding all the 

' tiifficulties we have met with, the result shall be such 

ds to establish an irresistible conviction in the minds 

of your lordships. My Lords, if we have conquered 

our difficulties, we cannot however conquer our feelr 

ings, and it is a most painful task, which I am now 

abdut to undertake ; for, my Lords, your lordships • 

perhaps may know, (if not, we know, ^nd we are tp 

prove), th^t at a certain time in the course of the last 

spring, the defendant did, in a moment of forgetful-r 

ness, write a letter addressed to the Commissioners of 

Naval Enquiry, which was, by niotion, laid upon the 

table of the House of Commons ; and which does iq 

substance contain a denial, that, during the paymaster- 

•ship of Mr. Douglaj, he made cither interest or ad* 

yantage of the public money. 

The noble Lord is a man of education and sense j 
is elevated by the favour of his Majesty, and in con-: 
sequence of services which his Majesty has been 
bleasei^ to acknowle4ge| to a situation in whjch b9 



^asse$ sentence, in this house, as a juclge^ upon life 
and death, upon his honour^ in cases of Tclony attd 
treason. And yet, my Lords, that noble Lord said, 
that he never did that, which we undertake to prove 
that he did 5 and he has said, and subscribed his name 
to that assertion, that he was ready to take the so-* 
leran sanction of an oath to that effect. 

My Lords, I charge that the noble Lord not only 
took this money, but th^t he used it for his own ad- 
vantage, and part of it for his own interest. Your 
lordships know, that I am now adverting to the jSrj/ 
charge, which is, that Lord Melville had possession of 
a certain sum of io,coo/. Now I refer your lordships 
to t\it tenth article, for it is necessary that we shoul4 
take those two articles together 5 the 10,000/. as your 
lordships will find hereafter, being involved in the 
27,000/. which is charged in the tenth article, as I 
shall have the honour to explain to your lordships 
presently- 
First of all though upon the tenth article itself j 
how are the Commons prepared to prbye that article? 
And what is the evidence that is to be adducati ^o 
you upon this occasion ? Why, my L<^rds, no less than 
a confession, which I heard made by the' defendant 
himself in the House of Commons. He avowed that 
he had taken 10,000/. of the public money; he as-^ 
serted that he had not used, it to purposes of private 
profit or advantage, but he told the House of Com'^ 
mons this remarkable fact, that he was determined he 
never would teveal, to any human being, what the 
application of that iO,oOo/. was. That expression 
the defendant uttered in the face of the House of 
Commons ; and which, perhaps, may now be to be 
repeated, in the face of )Our lordships and his country. 
That I say was an impeachable offence. He, nor any 
man breathings had a right to set himself above the 
law. There is no law >vhich could authorise the pay- 
ment of that money. He tells you he did it illegally j 
Jie telk you he djd it for your benefit, and yet he \v\\\ 
pot tell ypu^ to whom Qr for wl>at service he paid the 
pQoney. 
|yly |-ordS| we not only ph^rgp th^t the nof>le Lor4 
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was possessed of the sum of I o,ooo/., but we char^ 
also, that he continued in possession of it, after a new 
«ra had taken place in the Navy Pay Office, contrary, 
as It would then be, to the act of parliament ; and we 
know, not only that he confessed it in the House of 
Commons, (which I heard,) but that he confessed it 
to a person, whom I must now name for the first time 
to your lordships, Mr. Alexander Trotter, and whom 
hereafter I shall have occasion frequently to name. 
Soon after Mr. Trotter was appointed Paymaster of 
the Navy, Lord Mel v Hie confessed to him, that he 
was at that time in possession of this sum. 

On the 19th August 1782, Lord Melville (then Mr* 
Dundas) was, for the first time, appointed Treasurer 
of the Navy. On the 20th August the sum of looo/. 
was paid by Mr, Douglas into a banking house with 
which the noble lord has an account on behalf of Mr- 
Dundas. 

Now, my Lords, who was Mr. Douglas ? for it is 
necessary we should shew explicitly, by proof, who 
he was. We shall shew he was paymaster, appointed 
ii»dcT proper authority by Mr. Dundas ; and that 
every act he did at the time, and afterwards, as Pay- 
master of the Navy, had the sanction of the defendant 
himself; and that he, in a peculiar manner, shewed 
his private confidence in him, distinct from the public 
confidence he gave him by his letter of attorney. I do 
not believe that the 1000/., so paid, was any part of 
the public money, but that upon the first establish- 
ment of the connection of the two men, a payment of 
1000/. was made perfectly legal and perfectly proper. 
Early, however, in November a payment of a different 
description was made into the banking house of Messrs. 
Drummonds, on behalf of the defendant. It is neces- 
sary I should state to your lordships, that in the then 
mode of conducting the office of To'easurcr of the 
Navy, the Paymaster of the Navy was in the habit 
(after the memorials had been issued upon which the 
warrants of money were granted from the Exchequer) 
of going to the Exchequer, together with a bank 
clerk, and, having presented his warrant, the sura of 
pioney ordered to be paid to the Treasurer of th^ 
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Na^, was delivered to him ift ^ch way as he chcs^ 
to take it : for instance, he might have it all written 
into his bank book if he pleased, and carried to the 
account of the Treasurer of the Navy ; or that he might 
put some in the bank book, and take some away in 
bank notes or cash, and place it where he thouglrt fit. 

It so happened that, on the 6th of November 1782, 
Mr. Douglas had a payment to receive at the Ex- 
chequer, to the amount, I think,^ of 45,000/. Mr. 
Douglas chose to have 40,000/. written into his bank 
book, and to take 5000/. away in bank notes. Now 
this is a transaction that has often taken place before. 
Former Paymasters of the Navy, apd Mr. Douglas 
among others, in the execution of that office under 
other Treasurers of the Navy, have frequently acted 
in that manner; they have frequently taken sums of 
money in bank notes, and had the. balance written 
into their book : but as far as we have been able to 
trace all the sums so subtracted from the aggregate 
balance impressed to the Treasurer of the Navy, were 
uniformly sums of 3000/., which were set apart to pay 
exchequer fees. This 5000/. that Mr. Douglas so took 
from the Exchequer, and put into his pocket, was 
never carried into any public account whatever; it 
was carried to a place, according to the statement 
made by Mr. Douglas, which also was a place of 
safe custody, one in which he had a right to deposit 
it ; it was carried to what is called the iron chest of 
the office. 

Mr. Whitbrcad then stated some particulars of the 
account Mr. Douglaskept of the money then deposited in 
the iron chest ; but as no evidence was given of them, 
it is not thought necessary to enter further into the 
subject. He then stated, that of thq 5000/. received 
by Mr. Douglas at the Exchequer, one note for loooA 
wassomc time afterwards paid to Lord Melville's account: 
at Messrs. Drummonds. And that another note for 
looo/. received by Mr. Douglas at the Exchequer in 
the same way, at a subesequent period, was a fort-i 
iiigh afterwards paid in discharge of a private debt of 
Lord Melville's. 

Mr. Whitbread then continued, I have-beard tha 
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noble defendant say, that, at the time he held the office 
of Treasurer of the Navy he was in a vast variety of 
confidential situations of government, which made it 
necessary for him to disburse money so secretly, so 
privately, with so much care, and caution, and cir- 
cumspection, that he would not tell even his coir 
leagues what he had done with it. Now an individual 
50 unauthorised whilst Treasurer of the Navy, t^kes 
this 10,000/. into his own pocket, and then boldly 
tells you he was the servant of the public ; that he 
took it for the service of the public ; to which public . 
be will never reveal it. To whom, after having so , 
possessed himself of it, did he pay this iq,ooo/. ? 
What became of it ? 

Mr. Whitbread then entered into some details of 
the accounts of Messrs. Mures and Atkinson, with a 
view of shewing that the 10,000/. was deposited in 
their hands j but these st^teqfients vvere not given in 
evidence. 

He then adverted to certain payments made to the 
credit of J^ord Melville's account at the Bank, by Mr» 
Atkinson apd Grey in the year 1783. 
* And he detailed the particulars of various receipts 
and payments, to shew that the difference between 
the accounts at the Bank and the official books of the 
Treasurer of the Navy in December 1735, was 

Ip,pQ0/. 

But, niy Lords, .''continiied the honourable manager,) 
how did the defendant act when Mr. Douglas died, 
and when this deficiency of iq,ooo/. was known both 
to him and those who succeeded Mr. Doyglas ? Upon 
that deficiency being stated to the defendant, the de- 
fendant said that defigi^ncy is mine , so much I ow^ 
to the public. If then he acknowledged the closing 
termination of this account, which was so composed 
as I have stated to your lordships, I say he acknow- 
ledged the whole of it, and that it is impossible he cap 
jjhew to your lordships he m^de any public u^e of this 
money. If it were possible, he is impeachable fqr not 
fevealing the use of it ; but there is no grounc^ vyhat^ 
ever for such a defence. 

Now, my Lords, if that \>q thp condition of l4or4 
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Melyifle, the evidence of Mr. Trottef, and the evi- 
dence of those who heard him make that extraordinary^ 
that unjustifiable, that impeachable assertion in the 
House of Commons, with regard to his determination 
to keep the affairs of the public from the public them- 
selves, shall prove what I have stated, I think we 
shall have completely proved the Jint and the tenth 
articles of this charge. 

My Lords, we now come to the second division, in 
point of time, of the charges exhibited against Lord 
Melville ; I mean that which took place after Mr, 
Trotter was appointed Paymaster of the Navy. And 
here I must take your lordships back, for the sake of 
perspicuity, to that new sera which had been created 
in the Navy Pay Office by the passing of an act of 
parliament, which obtained the royal assent, I be* 
licve, in the month of June 1785, " for the better Re- 
gulation of the Office of the Treasurer of his Majesty's 
Navy." 

My Lords, when I am speaking of the defendant, 
and of those persons connected with him, upon whom 
it is my duty severely, but I trust not intemperately, 
to animadvert, I wish to say every thing that can go to 
the illustration of their good deeds in the office which 
they executed ; fhe one as superior, and the other as 
'Subordinate. And so far from imputing any blame to 
them, for that which does not deserve blame, I wish 
to give them all the credit and all the praise which is 
their due> during the time they continued so connect- 
ed together in that office j and therefore it is with 
satisfaction, I say, that during the time Mr. 
Dundas was Treasurer of the Navy, several most 
beneficial regulations took place in that office, which 
he has the merit of having produced to the public. 
That several acts of parliament were passed for the 
protection and defence of the unprotected and defence- 
less. I mean the widows and orphans of the brave 
seamen ; and for the allotment ot wages to the wives 
and families of those who were fighting the battles of 
this country. Above all that, several regulations took 
place, and were enacted into laws, through the in- 
strumentality of the defendant, which, saved a number 
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of lives from public execution ; because^ my Lords, 
the act of parliament, to which I now particularly 
allude, renders almost impossible the crime hereto- 
fore so common, the forgery of seamen's wills and 
other instruments to obtain their pay. These checks 
were devised and carried into effect by the Noble 
Lord. For these and other acts of regulation in the 
Navy Pay Office, the Noble Lord demands the thanks 
of his country,. and the unbounded gratitude of that 
meritorious class of men, the seamen of our fleets. I 
believe, too, that Mr. Trottor was extremely useful 
in suggesting hints for these several designs, and that 
be gave Lord Melville material assistance in the detail 
of all these different plans. 

My Lords, Mr. Trotter is a person who will be 
most frequently mentioned hereafter; his name has 
been much in the public mouth, greatly to the dis- 
comfort and dissatisfaction, undoubtedly, of those who 
are nearly connected with him ; and as I shall have 
occasion to speak of those misdeeds of his, in the way 
in which my duty will require me to do, I think it 
right here to state, that he is a person, who in early 
life ever conducted himself with the greatest possible 
propriety ; that, except in these transactions in the 
Navy Pay Office, I know nothing, and I believe no 
man knows any thing to his disadvantage. He was 
employed by the treasurer who succeeded Lord Mel- 
ville ; and up to the very moment of the Resolutions 
of the House of Commons, he continued in the, em- 
ploy of the last treasurer. I have heard the defendant 
honourably, generously, and manfully declare that 
Mr. Trotter, notwithstanding the cloud which hung 
over him, was a meritorious man, and one who ought 
to be trusted. My Lords, I do not know a person 
more beloved by his, immediate relations, and those 
connected with him, than Mi*. Trotter; and this is 
one of the strongest testimonies in favour of any 
n)an. 

My Lords, Mr. Trotter is a person who is to give 
you most material information, upon the subject of 
the transactions of the defendant ; whose transactions 
are.so intimately connected with his own. In conse* 
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quence of that general impression, your lordships con- 
curred, with the other branch of the legislature, in in- 
demnifying Mr. Trotter from all criminal prosecution 
for his own misdeeds, that he might be rendered a 
witness* able to speak the truth upon this trial. And it 
is a very fortunate circumstance for Mr. Trotter, who 
is the only man capable of revealing these transactions, 
that every thing he will say to your lordships will be 
confirmed by irrefragable testimony, because it will 
be confirmed by documents, which now exist ; and 
in every one of the statements I have heard him make 
he is borne out by some corroborating witness of 
veracity, or some book which cannot impose upon 
you. These are circumstances most fortunate for 
justice ; fortunate for the prosecution j fortunate for 
the country; and most fortunate for Mr. Trotter 
himself. 

My Lords, an act of parliament passed in 1785 for 
better regulating the office of Treasurer of his Ma- 
jesty's Navy. We should have simply put in this act, 
and read it, and stated to your lordships the conduct 
of the defendant, without making a single comment 
apon the act itself; but, my Lords, to my utter 
astonishment, I heard the noble defendant say, and 
my ears still tingle with the sound, that he was yet to 
learn in what particular he had violated the spirit, or 
the letter of that act of parliament. Good God ! my 
Lords, is not that act plain ? If that act of .parlia- 
jment is not plain ; if he who runs cannot read that act, 
you may as well burn and consume all your statute 
books ; there is not one that will hot admit of a double 
^interpretation or a quibble. Magna Charta itself may 
be misconstrued; the Habeas Corpus Act, the Act 
of Succession to the Crown of this country, the Bill 
of Rights, might admit of a double interpretation : 
nay, niy Lords, I had almost said, that I^w, which 
was delivered in all the magnificence of Heaven, 
written on tables of stone, " Thou shalt not steal/' 
might almost be explained away by counsel. I say 
this act is plain. 

My Lords, read the statute and see what it says. 
Is there any double interpretation to be put upon it? 
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Can ttic learned Counsel torture it ? Simple and un* 
learned as I am; I throw down the gauntlet and defy 
them 5 they can put but one interpretation upon this 
statute, which is, that Lord Melville, from the time 
of the passing of that act, wa* bound to place the 
public money at the bank, and no where else 5 that 
he could not withdraw it from the bank for one mo- 
ment, except for naval services, without having bro-* 
ken, not only the spirit, but the letter of his own act 
of parliament. My Lords, what did he do ? He suf» 
fered, he will tell you, and he told the House of 
Commons (I heard him say it), he suffered his pay- 
master to do so. In that which he did by his pay-* 
master he did himself; he was bound to see that he 
employed no servant who did not act according to 
bis public duty. 

Mr. Whitbread then entered into an argument upon 
the construction of some parts of the act, but as all 
questions upon it are now disposed of by the unani- 
mous opinions of the judges,* it is not thought ne* 
cessary to state particularly the points Mn Whitbread 
relied on. 

It is necessary, (continued the honourable Manager) 
to state to your lordships that there are three branches 
in the payment of the navy services : the pay branch ; 
the victualling branch : and the navy branch. It so 
happens that upon the navy and victualling branches 
assignments are always made by the respective boards 
for every farthing to be paid out to the individuals, 
who furnish materials for the navy, and soforth. 
Upon the head of pay, assignments are made in part, 
but not upon the whole of it. 

My Lords, the assignments having been so made, 
it is the duty of the treasurer, under the form pre-^ 
scribed by the act, to draw the money from the trea- 
sury, which money is there paid into the bank, and 
the treasurer is directed not to take it out, either by 
himself or by any other person, unless he has a navy 
service to which it is applicable* 

My Lords, I also heard the defendant, to my asto- 
nishment, say, that there was a difference between the 
assigned and unassigned balances, as if he had^ after 

♦ See page 1. 



the passii^ the act of parliament^ the perfect controul 
over such assigned balances as were unclaimed. Good 
God ! my lords^ if there is an assigned unclaimed ba- 
lance, to the amount of 100,000/. which the treasurer 
or his paymaster, by his cxperiencci knows will not 
be called for to its full extent, is it not the most pre- 
posterous thing in the world to say, I will give you a 
draft in the proper form, I will take the whole 
100,000/. though I know only 20,000/; is wanted for 
the public service, and 1, will put the other 80,000/. 
in my pocket for purposes of my own, till people 
come with their bills ? Your lordships will, perhaps> 
be surprised to hear^ that the unclaimed assignments 
ordinarily amount to the sum of 140,000/., so that the 
noble lord was giving to his paymaster (reckoning that 
a sum at 5 per cent.) 7000/. a year for the execution of 
an office for which the public allow only 500/. But I 
say there is no difference between assigned and un* 
assigned money ; they are both equally the property 
of the country till claimed. 

I presume your lordships would not say that a man 
draws out money for a navy service, if he draws out 
8ooo/. to purchase India stock, in the name of Henry 
Dundas. 1 do not suppose that If a person draws out 
a million of money, and puts it into the hands of his 
private banker, when the assignments do not amount 
to above a fifth part of that sum, your lordships 
would say that was for navy service ; and yet such 
things have occurred. 

The honourable Manager then argued that the act 
to indemnify the persons engaged in the advance of 
4O9OO0/. to Boyd, Benfield, and Co. was a legislative 
declaration that the transaction was illegal. 

My Lords, (continued he) the defendant in an ex- 
amination taken upon oath before the Commissioners 
of Naval Enquiry, confesses (and takes some credit 
to himself for so doing) that circumstances induced 
Aim to give permission to his paymaster to draw the 
money from the bank. The quesdon put by the 
commis^oners was *' Did you authorize the paymaster 
in or about the year 1786 to draw the money appli* 
cable to naval services from the bank, and lodge it in 
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the htmils of « pitvBte banker ?" The mtvmr of Loud 
Melville is *^ i caiuiot precisdy &tate the time, but 1 
am eertab that I did permit Mr. Trotter to lodge any 
money, drawn fronn the ba&k for public services, ia 
hia private: bacdcer^s hands, during the period it was 
Aot Remanded to the purposes for which it waL^ 
drawn." 

Now, my Lwds, Mr. Trotter took large sums of 
money from the bank, ai:id lodged them in the bands 
of private bankers, assigned or unassigned was matter 
of no cQasider«tk>n with bim» Navy, pay, or victup- 
ailing, he took equally under each of those heads* 
He equally paid them into Mr. Goutts*s, and drew 
them out of Mr. Coucts*s, without the least regard to 
naval service at all. ^e can shew your lordships 
every moath, from the beginniiig of these transsuctions 
down to the month in which he quitted the navy 
pay ofiko, to what- amount he did these things. He 
hfigm with lo^ooo/. then went on to ao^ooJ. ; then 
in 1795 to ioT,coo/. ; and at last it comes to so large a. 
sum as 490,000/. ; and, at the time that Lord Melville 
went out of office, the last balance that was struck 
amoimtod to 290,000/. Did Lord Melville make any 
4^nquiry what he was doing with this? No, it never 
struck him once that it was an improper thing in it^ 
•eif to be done ; and yet it was a matter of great im- 
portance khat he should know what Mr. Trotter vra« 
abwt, because, not only his own character, but his 
own fortune was at stake. My Lc^ds, we charge, 
^d ahall prohre^ that the mooey was exposed to great 
risk of }oi^ by being not at Mesfi-s. Cootts^s but at 
Mr* Trotter's own disposal ; for though it waa nomi^ 
nally at Messrs. Coutts's, for the purpose of carrying 
on the busaieas of die office, yet I ^all shew it w<)s 
every where aliaost but at Messrs. Coutts's ; and! 
can shew instances wl^re great loss was risked. We 
charge, that not only there was a gr^it risk of loss, but 
that the fconey wajs wiihdrawn from the controul .of 
the Tr^isurer of the Navy, Whilst the money ^was 
in the Bank of England it was xilways under . his coi>- 
trouli the ce^ocation of his pover of attorney piit It 
under hia controul imttediately^ . If Ma TroUe&'diad,. 
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or absconded, or failed, all tbc money in the Bank of 
England, or in the names of the sub-accountantS| 
vested immediately in the Treasurer* of the Navy* 
But when Mr. Trotter had put it into the hands of hia 
private bankers, it was under his own controul and 
that of nobody else. They could not possibly answer 
any draft for this money but that of Mr. Trotter. He 
might have carried this money where he pleased. 
Lord Melville could not have prevented his doing so, 
and therefore by giving this unlimited confidence to 
Mr. Trotter, and by allowing him to do so, he exposed 
the public money. 

My Lords, the public money was still ferther ex- 
posed ; for that trust, which Lord Melville delegated 
to Mr. Trotter, Mr. Trotter delegated to others, who 
drew by blank drafts filled up for the money. 

Mr. Whitbread then entered into an argument, to 
shew that no convenience to the business of the office 
resulted from the money being drawn from the bank 
and deposited at Messrs. Coutts's. 

Your Lordships (continued he) will probably sup- 
pose that great balances were in the hands of Messrs. 
Coutts, to answer all these demands from the Trea- 
surer of the Navy. No such thing ; for you .will find, 
on comparison, that when 490,000/.' were out, he had 
but 16,000/. at Messrs. Goutts'sj and that at many 
times when the balances were very large in his hands, 
he had very small sums at Messrs. Coutts*s ^ and at 
other times that his account was over-drawn ; there- 
fore it could be for no other purpose but to obtain 
private profit and emolument, and there we unques- 
tionably prove the second^ third, and f mirth articles 
together, namely, that he did this for the purpose of 
private emolument. And Lord Melville has indeed 
admitted to the Commissioners of Naval Enquiry that 
he suffered >Ir. Trotter to do this for the purpose of 
private emolument. 

Now, my Lords, we come to the last division of this 
accusation against the noble lord ; we come to charge 
upon Lord Melville, that he did directly particrpa e 
in the profits made by Mr. Trotter ; we here specify 
the ino4e, and we shall prove the it^ms of those ac« 
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counts in which Lord Mel/ille did so participate in 
that profit. 

There conies in the front of these articles a second 
sum of io,%0o/. which the fifth article charges Lord 
Melville took for his own use. 

That he took this sum he confessed in the face of 
the whole House of Commons. Let him shew to 
your lordships, if he can, for what purpose this was 
applied, and, if he cannot shew it to your lordships, 
I say, for his very concealment of it, you must con- 
vict him i even supposing he applied it to no private 
purpose. If he conceals the public purpose for which 
he applied it, he is an unfaithful and untrue servant 
of the public, of whom an example ought to be 
made. 

Mr. Whitbread then stated that various accounts 
had* existed between Lord Melville and Mr. Trotter, 
and relied upon the release which had been executed, 
as affording evidence that those accounts had been 
destroyed to conceal their criminal contents. He 
then proceeded — 

There are three distinct modes, in which we chargje 
Lord Melville to have participated in the public 
money. He participated first by a transaction on which 
no interest was charged from Mr. Trotter to him. 
He participated secondly, in a transaction in which 
interest was charged by Mr. Trotter to him. He 
participated in a third transaction where no interest 
was charged by Mr. Trotter to him : they Stand in 
the articles in that ordc54', but, for the purpose of ex* 
plaining the transactions to your Lordships more per- 
spicuously, I beg* to alter, but not to invert the order 
of them ; and to take the middle charge first and then 
the other two together. 

By the <?/g;M article it is charged that Lord Mel- 
ville obtained and received of Mr. Trotter a sum of. 
22,000/., or some other large sum of money advanced 
to him by Mr. Trotter, and for which it has been al- 
ledged by Lord Melville that he was to pay interest. 
And we further charge a destruction of papers to 
conceal this account also. 
- Mr. Whitbread then stated the circumstance of the 
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purchase 6f 135500/. East India stock, the partkulars 
of which are detailed in Mr. Trpttcr's evidence. And 
he insisted that from the circumstances Lorcf Melville. 
must have kdown the loan was a loiia.of public 
money. 

He then stated that Mr. Trotter kept two accounts 
with Lord Mclville> the oni5 entitled the Account Cur- 
rent, consisting of receipts and payments of a private 
nature ; and the other entitled the Chest Account, 
consisting of advances made to Lord .Melville out 
of the public money. 

He then proceeded — ^Your Lordships recollect that 
in the year 1797 a loan was obtained from the public 
by the subscription of a vast number of embent indi- 
viduals, as well as respectable private persons, and 
respectable merchants, called the Loyalty Loan, to 
which I heard Lord Melville say, it was generally un- 
derstood that all persons in high situations of govern- 
ment would subscribe, and he put down his name for 
io,ooo/. This 10,000/. he candidly acknowledged 
was not in his possession, he therefore was to obtain 
it from friends. Some persons have suspected these 
payments were made from Scotland^ but not a shil- 
ling of them came from that quarter: every payment 
was made by Mr. Trotter, out of the public money. 
. Mr. Trotter first of all carried this io,ooo/. to the 
account-current, and afterwards transferred it to the 
chest-account. He contended, that Lord Melville 
knew the chest-account contained advances of public 
money, and that he authorized this transfer. 

Mr. Whitbread then stated the circumstances from 
Trotter to be such that the advances he made to Lord> 
]!ilelville could not be made out of his private forr: 
tune. That in 1787 he advanced to Lord Melville* 
on bond the sum of 4,000/., for which it appeared nor 
interest was paid, and therefore the advance muse, 
have been known by Lord Melville to have been out 
of public money. He stated that Mr. Trotter was in 
the constant receipt of his lordship's salary, which 
was originally kept in a separate account ; that there 
was, another sepai^te account kept for the Melville 
Castlcj but it being afterwards found inconvenient to 
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keep M many accounts, they all rcsdved themselves 
into two, viz. the Account Current and the Cheat 
Account 

Mr. Whitbread proceeded — I would not consume 
your Lordships time in minute detail, but perhaps it 
may be as well to say that large sums were paid 
through the account-current to particular individuals* 
Messrs. Mansfield, Ramsay, and *Co. received to the 
amount of 5,060/., which was sent through Mr. Ro- 
bert Trotter to Edinburgh, with which 5000/. a he- 
ritable bond on landed security was redeemed, by 
which means Lord Melville got rid of the payment, 
of 5/. per cent, upon so much, having obtained that 
loan without interest, for no interest was charged in 
the account-current or the chest-account. Another 
sum, which it is not material to specify, was paid 
through Mr. Robert Trotter to Sir William Forbes, by 
which Lord Melville also redeemed securities at in- 
terest. He also relied on the circumstances of the 
purchase of 2000/. East India stock, and ^oop/. in the 
3 per cent. Reduced, for the benefit ot Lord Mel- 
ville, as shewing that the public money was laid out 
for his benefit. 

He then stated, that in May, i-Soo, Mr. Trotter 
told Lord Melville, when he was going out of office, 
that it was necessary his balances should be made 
good, and he laid before him an accurate statement 
in writing of what his lordship was to make up. 

He then stated that, including the money due for 
the East India stock, the loyalty loan, the balance of 
the account-current, and the balance of the chest-ac- 
count, the whole of Lord Melville*s debt, in May, 
1800, amounted to about 70,000/. which was dis- 
charged by borrowing 13,000/. of Messrs. Coutts, 
'upon the security of his Lordship, and his son Mr. 
Robert Dundas; and by borrowing a further sum 
of Mr. Mark Sprott upon the security of Lord Mel- 
ville's stock. 

Mr. Whitbread then uttered a fine panegyric upon 
Lord St. Vincent, vvho had been the occasion of the 
act for appointing Commissioners of Naval Enquiry, 
and highly commended the conduct of those commis- 
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'Sibners, w^o had hi4 the foutldatioft of this prosecu- 
tion. He disclaimed all intention of impming to 
*Lord MelviHe the sordid passion of avarice. He ad- 
Icrtlted that his lordship was of a frarik and generous 
spirit in money matters, hat argued th^, although 
tie nflight not be desirous of acquiring ivealth, he 
might have the dedii^ of being supplied Vf\\h «ioney 
to gratify his love of hospitality and thirst fof power* 

Mr* Whibread then concluded and the court ad*, 
journed to the following day. 

> The next four days were occupied in proving some 
"of the formal parts of the case, and in the examihatio^ 
of various persons from the Exchequer, the Treasury, 
the Bank ot England, the Navy Pay-office, the Bank- 
ing Houses of Messrs. Drummond, Messrs. MofFatt 
and Co. and Messrs. Smith, Payne, and Smith, the 
substance of whose evidence was as follows. 

Previous to the act a^ Geo. 3. c. 31 (for regulating 
the office ofTreasurer of the Navy) it was the practice 
for the Paymaster of the* Navy to attend at the Ex- 
chequer, and receive in cash so much of the money . 
directed to be issued to the treasurer, as he thought 
fit so to receive, and to receive the rest by a credit 
on the Bank of England. From the time of Lord 
Melville's appointment in 1782, wntil December 1785, 
during so long as his lordship was Treasurer, the late 
Andrew Douglas acted as his Paymaster, and attended 
at the Exchequer for this purpose. -He also drew all 
the money from the bank which waa issued for Navy 
services. Three several issues were made from the 
Exchequer to Mr. Douglas on the 6th November, the 
2idof November and the 1 9th December, 1782, of 
several sums a^iounting together to upwards of 
188,000/., out of which 1 1,000/. was received in cash, 
and the rest by credit on the Bank. One of the bank 
notes, for 1006/:, received at the Exchequer on th« 
6th November 1782, was paid a week afterwards intd 
the banking house of Messrs. Drummonds (but it did 
not appear by whom) to the credit of Lord Melr 
Yille's private account, and one of the notes received 
at the Exchequer on the aid November 1780 was 
paid ^ fortnight afterward? to Messrs, MofFaft a|^d Co. 
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upon Lord Melville. Several sums were paid by Mr. 
Douglas to Lord Melville's private account with 
Messrs. Drummonds^ during the years 1782, 17851 
1784 and 1785. Messrs. Drummond gave notice to 
Lord Melville that his account was overdrawn on the 
%3d June 178^, to the amount of 2,950/, and upwarda. 
The sums which were paid in to the credit of this ac* 
count next after that notice were the sum of ajjool. 
paid in on the 4th day of October 17 S 5, being a bill 
remitted from Scotland and the sum of 3»6oo/. paid 
in on the aoth day of December 1785, being another re* ^ 
mittance from Scotland. Differences were proved to 
exist between the official balances of the Treasurer of 
the Navy, and the balances of the bank, at several 
periods between the date of Lord Melville's first ap- 
pointments, and the month of December 1785, and in 
that month the difference was io,6oo/. in Decem* 
ber 1785 Mr. Douglas died, and his executor paid 
to Lord Melville upwards of 4,000/.^ the balance of * 
exchequer fees then in his hands* 

Mr. W^tbread (one of the managers) dien offered 
himself as a witness, and proved that on the nth 
June 1865, he heard Lord M[clville declare in the 
House of CommonSi that, during the payroastership 
of Mr. Douglas, he possessed himself of public money 
to the amount of io,ooq/. or thereabouts, and that he 
would not reveal the application of it^ being impelled 
by motives of public duty, private honor, and persaaial 
convenience* to conceal it; and that he accompanied 
this admission with a declaration, that fafi had not 
converted any part of this sum to his own profit or 
emolument. 

The examination of Lord Melville taken before the 
Ck)mmissioner8 of Naval Enquiry in November l8o4». 
snd two letters from his lordship to the commissioners^ 
were read* 

The sixth and seventh days were principally occu- 
pied with the .f xamismtions, first of Mr. Wbitbread^ 
and afterwards of Mr. Trotter, both of which, are given 
at length. 



r Mr* JVikbriad^ one ^f the Mmiagersfer tie Hmmom^ 
rose mdsmd — ^I again offer myself as a witness to yotnr 
lordships, aad I swear, thai on tlie i ith of June 1805, 
I heard Lord Melville declare, with reference to an* 
Dther sum of 10,000/. than that respecting which I 
deposed on the other day, that he did» at a subse- 
quent time to the time at which he postetsed himself 
€ff the first 10,000/., possess himsetf of another sum» 
nearly to a similar amount ; and I understood, in suIh 
stance, that Lord Melville said,. Ikat he would not 
reveal the applicaticm of that money, any more than 
the firstio^ooo/., and from the same motive. This 
was said in the (Hresence of hundreds of perrons; and 
I propose, on a future day, to call another witness to 
the testimony which J have given. 

cross-examined. 

It is presumed the honourable Man^^, upon thii 
subject amy mc^e than the otber^ did not, at tne time, 
take any note or minute in writing of what passed ? — 
I certainly at that time took a note of the substance 
of all that Iiord Melville said, but not of the exact 
words. 

The speech of Lord Melville in die house took up 
aconsid^^le time? — Yes, upwards of two hours, I 
dare say. 

Could you undertake to repeat by heart any passages 
that ndade favourably for Lord Melville^as well as those 
that you have now given to the court? — I have re- 
pealed by heart certain words which 1 hawe sworn 
that Lord Melville spoke ; any other particular words 
^c^his ifpeech I am not quite sure that 1 could repeats 
I am now only swearing to the substance of what 
Lord Melville said. 

Can you repeat the substance of any other part 
of Lord Melvilk's speech which was favourable to 
Lord Melville ?— If the learned counsel will point my 
attention to any particular passage of that speech, I 
will tell him whether I can repeat che substance of 
it or not. 

Did the noble lord, in the course of his speech with 
respect to the sum in question* negalifc the appro- 
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prjation of that sum, the same w of tiic oibar, to his 
own private use? — I understood him to do it ex- 
actly in that vtB^ as mth r^atrd to the other sum of . 

lO^OOO/. 

Do you recollect that the noble lovd at the same 
tiuie^ in the aiost positive and explicit manner, did de« 
precate aay appropiatioB of these sums to his own 
private use, or Mr, Trotter's ?— 1 4o not think that he 
did, in precise and explicit terms, negative that fact. 

Can yon, by jeferriog to the notes yoa took at thai 
time, be able to speak with asorc positiveness and 
fMrecision upon that part of the subject? — I do not 
think I coi^ speak with; siore positiveness and cer* 
tainty. 

Was no note taken upon that subject ? — Yes ; but 
when expressions arc equivocal, it is difficult, by any 
note exactly to give the precise meting the words 
are meant to convey. 

What was that equTVocal expression that vcas used 
upon that occasion? — ^I do not recollect the precise 
words, but without recollecting the precise words, one 
may have a recollection that there was an equivocal 
sense pervading several sentences. 

Endeavour to reo^^lkct the substance of what was 
aaid in that part of the noble lord's speech that made 
that impression? — The impression intended to be 
conveyed by that part of the noble lord's speech to 
which I presume the learned counsel means to refer ; 
the impression intended to have been conveyed, I ap- 

?rebend to have been, that he had not directed Mr. 
'rotter to make use of any public money for his pri- 
vate advantage. With regard to the permission 
which he had given to Mr/Trotter, I think the word^^ 
were pretty precisely that he had given Mr. Trottei?^ 
such permission. 

Permission to do what? — To place the public 
naoney at other places than the bank, and also to 
make use of a part of it for his own advantage. 

It is begged to repeat the question, whether the 
noble lord d\d not, in the most explicit and positive 
terms, deny ihat Ait had either given any permission 
or had any knowledge of the puWic money being 
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laid out to any purposes of private motrfmeut of pro- 
fit, cither for himself or Mr. Trotter? — I wish the 
learned counsel to interpret what he me^iis by * laid 
out :' I understood the noble lord to say, or at least 
implied from it, that he had permitted Mr. Trotter 
to place the public money at other places besides 
the bank, for his own private purposire; with re- 
gard to other places, that he did not do any svxh 
thing. 

Whether the honourable manager does not distinctly 
recollect that the averment of the noble defendant upeo 
that subject, of placing it, was, that he had given no 
other permission but to remove the mcmey from the 
bank to a private bank, for the OMivenience of appro- 
priating it to the public service ?— Certainly ooc of 
the reasons given by the noble lord was, that he had 
Allowed "the money to be removed to a private banker^i, 
for official convenience, but k did not appear to urn 
that that was the only reason ■ ^ 

Then, having said one of the reasons assigned by 
the noble lord was, that it might be there for the pub- 
lic convenience, did he give any other reason besides? 
—-Yes, I understood for the emolument of Mr* 
Trotter ; and the noble lord described the manner 
in which he thought that emolument had accrued^ 
namely, by interest paid by Mr. Coutts to Mr. Trotter 
for lodging that money. 

Be so good as refresh your memory upon the sub- 
ject, and say whether the sole reason given by the 
noble defendant was not, that the sole object of re-' 
moving it from the bank was for public convenience j 
but at the same time did suspect or believe that an 
advantage had accrued to Mr. Trotter from chat ajct, 
which was not done for his advantage, but for public 
convenience ? — ^That was not the way in which I un- 
derstood it altogether. 

Whether you have refreshed ]^our memory since ywt 
heard the speech^ by a reference to what was stated pn 
Saturday as intended to be read in evidence, the sub- 
stance of the speech delivered? — I have not looked at 
the pamphlet in question since I have been otherwise 
most laboriously occupied. 
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Whether the noble defendant did not, in express" 
tcims^ say, that be did solemnly assert, before that 
house, that he never knew that Mr. Trotter had drawn 
any money for iht purposes of private emolQuient, 
in manifest evasion of the act ? — I am speaking to th^ 
speeeh, and not to the pamphlet ; the pamphlet, which 
I have read more^than once, does not in every part of 
it exactly correspond with the speech as delivered by 
the noble defendant in the House of Commons, to the 
best of my recollection and belief* Whether those pre- 
cise words were uttered in the House of Commons, it 
is impossible for me to say ; but whether they were or 
not^ the co&text of all he said w^s, to make the im- 
fHression upon my mind which I have had the honour 
of statiftg to the court. 

It is begged to have a precise answer, whether those 
words, or to that effect and substance, were used by 
the nobie defendant: I will repeat them agaip, ^^ I 
" never knew that Mr. Trotter had drawn any money 
" for private emolunjcnt in manifest evasion of the 
" act"? — i can give no other answer than I have here- 
tofore done, and 1 hope that is perfectly satisfactory to 
the court that I am not speaking to the words of that 
pamphlet, but to the words of tne spegch, without re- 
collecting precise parts of It. 

The word * pamphlet' has not been made use of; 
but it is asked, whether in substance the noWe defen- 
dant did not imply to the effect 1 am stating ? — I do 
Bot recollect the precise words, nor do 1 think that 
the very substance of those words was uttered in any 
precise form by the noble lord. 

Whether you mean not only to negative the pre- 
cise expression that has been stated, but to negative 
also the substance? — I do not mean to negative the 
substance altogether of Lord Melville having criti- 
cised upon what the words ^ manifest evasion' meant; 
the substance of the speech was what I have given to 
your lordships; the words themselves I do not re- 
collect. 

I am not answered yet ; I wished to know, whether 
in words and in substance, and also to the effect of what 
was stated just now, was or. was not made use of by 
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the noble lord ? — Not to that j^rccise effect; to an e^ 
feet very nearly similar. 

State what was the averment upon that subject, as 
near as you can recollect?*— The averment upon th^ 
subject 1 took to be to import, that he had not aP' 
lowed Mr. Trotter to do that to the eUtent which it 
had been done. 

Is it to be understood, that your recollection is, that 
he allowed it to any extent? — Undoubtedly. 
' Do you mean that he allowed it in any other re- 
spect than as a benefit might arise to him from depo- 
siting it for the convenience of the public service at 
another bank ? — The noble lord had first of all con* 
tended, that the act was not evaded; and therefore 
there comes a question, what was the evasion of the 
act 5 not a manifest evasion of the act, according to 
the construction of the noble lord ; but according to 
the construction I put upon it, it was in manifest eva- 
sion of the act. 

Whether the noble lord admitted that he had ever 
permitted Mr. Trotter to derive any private benefit 
from the public money, except the benefit arising from 
a deposit made at a private banker's for the purpose of 
official convenience?— I understood Lord Melville to 
say for Mr. Trotter's convenience also. 

Whether, upon recollecting yourself upon this ilub- 
ject, you mean to state, that the noble defendant ad- 
mitted that he knew or permitted any emolument to 
be derived to Mr. Trotter from the public money, 
save and except what resulted from its deposit at a pri- 
vate banker's for official convenience ? — ^The noble de- 
fendant stated, that he had allowed the money to be 
placed at a private banker's for official convenience ; 
and when there, he had allowed or permitted, or not 
prevented Mr. Trotter from making a private emolu- 
ment from it: and that emolument arising from the 
interest he was to make of it from Mr. Coutts's. 

Whether the noble defendant admitted his con- 
sent or knowledge of any other benefit to Mr. 
Trotter from it ? — The noble lord never said he had 
restricted Mr. Trotter from making advantage in any 
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way, to the best of my recollection and belief; and be 
then stated that he had made it in that way. 

The question \% not, whether he restricted him, but 
whether he said he knew of his having any other ad* 
vantage^ excepting the advantage before stated ? — He 
did not say he even knew it, but only supposed it ; he 
did not admit that he knew of any other. 

Whether he did not also stale, in the same speech,, 
that he nevei* knew that Mr. Trotter had invested any 
money on exchequer or navy bills? — I believe he 
said so. 

That he never knew he had put any money upon 
security of stock?— 1 believe he said so. 

That he never knew he had employed any nu^ney 
in discount of private bills? — I believe he said so. 

That he never knew he had employed any money 
in the purchase of bank or India stock ? — I believe he 
said so. 

Whether you. recollect at the same time, the noble 
defendant declaring, that he had not the smallest 
knowledge or belief that Mr. Trotter ever did lay 
out for his use or any benefit in any such modes, 
any sum of public money whatever?— Please to read 
the passage over again, and tell me to whom that 
his refers, whether to Mr. Trotter or Lord Melville. 

^U0StioH refieateJ.-^l do not think so precisely as it 
is put in those words. 

What was the averment upon that subject ? — ^Pretty 
nearly amounting to precision, but not altogether; 
the impression made upon my mind was, that the de- 
nial was not positive and precise. 

Can you with any distinctness recollect the sub- 
stance of the expressions used ? —I cannot recollect 
further than I have stated j 1 cannot discriminate 
more nicely j I wish I could, for the benefit of the 
learned counsel, as it would save him trouble. 

Is there any part of this expression whicb you 
think was not used; I will read it again? — It is not 
the expression, it is the general impression of the 
same words in another order; the insertion or the 
i»miissiort of one word will make all the difference to 
the construction of the passage. 



Have you the notes with yon, which you took at 
die time ?^— I have not ; they were notes I then took 
being then in the Houseof Commons, and endeavour- 
ing to prepare myself to answer the speech of the nobte 
lord ; they wei^e notes of that sort, that if I were to re- 
fer to them now, I do not know that I shouW be able 
to understand them, and whether they are in existence 
or not, I G4noot say. 

This passage, which is favourable to Lord Melville, 
you have no distinct recollection (rf* the terms made 
use of? — The only precise words I have any distinct 
rccollecticgi of, I have sworn to ; I have no recollection 
of those words stated by the learned Counsel to the 
Court, whether favourable or unfavourable. 

' Examined by the Lords ^ 

^estimfrmna Lord. — When Lord Melville ^ated^ 
that he would not reveal the application of a sum of 
io,co^A or thereabouts, did he state co tHe house his 
reason for declining so to reveal it ? — ^In mentioning 
of the first 10,000/., or whether be coupled the two 
together, I am not quit€ sure; but the wonds he use4 
acyd the motives he said that prevented him from i5o- 
vealing the application of that money^ were nwtive* 
of public duty, of private honoui and pefsopal conve- 
nience ; I understood him to apply those words t<^ 
both sums. 

Then ALEXANDER TROTTER, Esquire, wa^ 
examined as follows : 

Were you ever in the Navy Pay Office ? — I was. 

When did you first enter the Navy Pay Office ?~- 
I believe in the latter end of the year 1776. 

What was your salary when you were first ap- 
pointed ?-rI went into the Pay Office a junior clertj 
I believe upon a salary of 50/. a year. 

How long did you continue in the Navy Pay Of- 
fice ? — I continued I believe till the year 1784 as a 
clerk. 

Was your salary encreascd from your first entering 
the office up to tlie day of your quitting the Navy Pay 
Office rr^I apprehend it may have been, but not ma-, 
terially ^ I do not recollect., 
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How long did you remain out of the Navy Pay 
Office ?— My recollection does not serve me to state 
that precisely, but I believe nearly a twelvemonth. 

What office did you hold when you were replaced 
in the Navy Office?— I was appointed Paymaster 
under the Treasurer of the Navy. 

Who appointed you Paymaster ? — ^My Lord Mel- 
i^ille. 

Upon whose recommendation if you know it ? — • 
I am at a loss to ascertain that precisely ; but my re^ 
lation Mr. Coutts had applied to Mr. Pitt> and I be- 
lieve Mr. Pitt had made interest with my Lord Mel- 
ville, to appoint me to that situation ; I do not know 
whether that was the only interest employed or not. 

When you were appointed Paymaster, what was 
your salary ? — 500/. a year, with some deductions of 
taxes. 

As Paymaster of the Navy, did you receive the ba» 
lance of public money which was due from your pre- 
decessor? — The bank books were delivered to me, 
I believe by Lord Melville, and I was told that the 
public balance was at that time in the bank, except- 
ing the sums that were in the hands of the Sub-ac* 
countants, and a sum which his Lordship mentioned 
to me. 

Do you recollect what that sum was which Lord 
Melville mentioned to you ? — I had stated it upon the 
best of my recollection upon a former occasion to be 
10,000/., but have been induced from many things: 
I have seen since, to believe it was 10,600/. ; i>6ooA 
a balance due from his first treasurership, and 9000/. 
a balance due on the first part of the second treasurer- 
ship. 

Did you examine the public cash at the time you 
became paymaster ? — No further than by observing by 
the books that the balance was in the bank. 

Where was that 10,000/. which you have thus di- 
vided into two sums ? — ^My Lord Melville told me 
that he should account for it. 

' Did he tell you in whose possession it was ? — ^Hc 
did not« 
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Whether you received the balance of excheqtJiSf 
fees? — I did. ^ • . 

What is the distinction between exchequer fee 
money and the public money deposited at the bank ? 
—Exchequer fee money is imprested.into the hands of 
the Treasurer of the Navy, who allows, the Paymaster 
to have entirely the management of it, for the pur- 
pose of paying fees at the Exchequer, and some other 
contingencies. 

Is iht exchequer fee money impfested to the Trea- 
surer of the Navy in the same manner as the other 
public money?— -It is the only instance in which it 
differs. 

In what manner docs it differ ? — The treasurer, or 
rather the paymaster, having the sole management of 
that business, applies to the Treasury for 3000/. at a 
time as he finds his funds are nearly exhausted or re* 
duced under the sum x)f 3000/. 

Does that application to the treasury originate with 
the treasurer himself? — It is put in execution by the 
treasurer j it may perhaps originate with the treasurer, 
because he signs all documents for the treasurer of 
the navy. 

Does the paymaster transact every part of the duty 
of the treasurer by virtue of the power of attorney 
made to him ?— All the public dudes of the office, as 
far as I. recollect, except that of appointing the clerks. 

Does the Treasurer of the Navy do any public du- 
ties of the office, or interfere in drafts for cash after 
the appointment of his paymaster?— I do not recol- 
lect any instance of his having drawn drafts during 
the time I acted as his paymaster. 

Where was the public money, exclusive of the ex- 
chequer fee money, when you took upon you that 
appointment ? — It was in the hands of Mr. Archibald 
Douglas, Mr. Douglas's son. 

It is meant exclusive of the exchequer fee inoney, 
where was the public money ?— Part of it was in* the 
Bank of England, and part in the Sub-accpuntant$ of 
the Treasurer of the Navy*s hands. V* • 

Do you mean exclusive always of the lO^ScoL- 
which Lord Melville had told you he should account 

■ ■ ■ "2> 
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for? — ^1 fficin $6 ; having rtiention^id" that ium, I did 
not think it necessary to repeat it. 

Did the public mbn'ey continae ih the B^nk of Eng- 
land ; I mean to put this question eMclusiv^e of exche- 
quer fee money. Did all the public rtioney continue 
in the Bank of England all the time you were pay- 
master, C3tcepting the money that was in the hands 
of Sub-accountants? — Of the money which I had 
takc« under my management there \^ere many ex- 
ceptions^ 

What do you mean by the itibney v^^hich you had 
^faken under ybur managenfient, and where was that 
money ? — I mean, in consequence of my having tnade 
an application to Lord Melville for liberty to draw part 
of those balances from the bank, and to place them in 
the hand of a private banker, for the convenience of 
official transactions. 

\yho was that private banker P — Cootts and Co. in 
the Strand. 

Did you draw all your drafts from the bank in the 
forms prescribed by the act of parliament ? — To the 
best of my knowledge and remembrance I did. 

Whether you meant to pay them immediately to 
the Sub-accountants, or to place them in the house 
of Messrs. Coutts, was the same»form always used in 
both those cases j did you always draw according to 
the terms of the act ? — I always drew, to the best of 
my remembrance and belief, in the same form. 

Did you ever draw a draft upon the bank of Eng- 
land, specifying pay branch, and deposit the Money 
arising from that draft in the house of Coutts > — Cer- 
tainly. 

And the same in the navy branch? — Undoubtedly. 

And the same in the victualling branch ? — I did. 

Had yoii at any time any of the money so drawn 
tinder the terms of the act, which you took under 
your own management in the hands dr other persons, 
besides those of Messrs. Coutts? — I had. 

Had you ever with Mr. Sprott ?— I had. 

With Mr. Montague Lind ? — Mr, Lind, as a friend; 
used to assist me in negociating biisiness ; but I do 
not recollect the having lent hitn a/iy money. 



$s 

• Had yon €vcr any in the hands of ai^ house.of cre- 
dit and repute at Edinburgh P-r-I had. 

Had you ever government security, such as navy, 
victualling, and transport bills, purchased with such 
money ?— I had. 

And Exchequer bilk ? — Yes, ,1 had. 

Did you ever discount the bills of any private indi- 
viduals with that money? — I do not recollect the having 
transacted such business myself, but my friend Mr. 
Lind, and others whom I have employed, undoubtedly 
have. 

Did you employ persons to discount the bills of 
.private individuals, of good repute, with that money, 
through the medium of friends or agents ? — I have. 

Were you ever absent from the Navy Pay-office 
with permission of your principal ?— I have been. 

To whom, during those absences, did you confide 
the management of public money, both at Mr. Coutts*s, 
in the hands you have stated, and at the Bank ? — To 
^ Mr. Thomas Wilson. 

In what way did Mr. Thomas Wilson draw, or in 
what way was he authorized to draw, on your ac- 
count ? — As I did not wish to propose to my Lord 
Melville to authorize any other person than myself to 
draw from the Bank, I found it necessary, in case of 
illness, or occasional absence from the office, when 
sudden demands were made upon the accountants for 
payment of money, to leave in Mr. Wilson^s hands 
drafts signed by myself. 

Were those drafts left in blank with regard to the 
sum ? — ^That was necessary. 

Were those blank checks so given to Mr. Wilson, 
both upon the house of Coutts, and also upon the 
• Bank r — No, only upon the Bank. 

Was the power of drawing unlimited ?— It was, I 
4id not mean to deny thai Mr. Wilson had also liberty 
to draw upon Mr. Coutcs, but it was not undei: the 
same form. 

Had Mr. Wilson also pow^r to draw* oa Messrs. 
Coutts? — He had. 

In what form ? — I do not recoUeci that I gave him 
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any written authority, though I suppose I must, as 
Coutts*s house is so correct. I must have given thetn 
a written authority to answer demands he might make 
upon my account. 

Had Messrs. Coutts unlimited authority to answer 
the drafts of Mr. Wilson on your account? — ^They 
had. 

Had Mr. Wilson instruction from you, during your 
absence, to employ public money for your advantage 
in the same way in which you employed it while you 
were present ? — He had my verbal instructions. 

Did he act upon those instructions ?— He did. • 

Did you actually make profit of the public money 
so placed in various hands, in the manner you have 
now stated ? — I did. I never meant to conceal it. 

Through whose hands, or whom did you first em- 
ploy to make profit of the public money for you ?— 
That I do not distinctly recollect. 

Was Mr. Jellicoe a person so employed by you ? — 
He was. 

Did you ever act as a private agent to Lord Mel- 
ville?— I have always endeavoured to be of what ser- 
vice I could to his lordship, in the transaction of his 
private business, but without any formal appointment 
as an agent. 

When did t*he first transaction of agency from you 
on the part of Lord Melville, though not by any ap- 
pointment from his lordship, take place ? — It is im- 
possible for me to recollect, as 1 do not recollect the 
'^ instance. 

Did it take place before your appointment of Pay- 
• master of the Navy ? — It did not. 

When you were first^^in the navy pay office in the 
^ character of a clerk, at a salary of 50'/. a year, were 
"^ you in any way known to Lord Melville in that of-^ 
' fice ? — I had the honour of being introduced to his 
•^•iyrdship. ' ^ 

Do you recollect in what year, and about'what time * 
'••you were so introduced to Lord Melville ? — I think 
about the year 1782. . 

Whut was your salary in the office at that time ?-— 
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I have not stated it to be not more than lOo /. I do 
not know whether it had varied from the first salary I 
had when 1 went into the office. 

Did you, after you became paymaster, receive the 
salary of Lord Melville, as Treasurer of the Navy ? — 
I did by virtue of a general power of attorney. 

Did you receive Lord Melville's salary as his private 
agent, when Lord Melville held other appointments 
under government? — I received no other regular salary 
of Lord Melville's into my hands. 

Did you receive his salary as President of the Board 
of Controul, for instance ? — I did not. 

As Keeper of the Privy Seal of Scotland? — I did not., 

As Keeper of the Sigrtet? — I did not.. 

Did you receive the. income of Lord Melville's pri- 
vate, estates in Scotland ? — I did not repeive them re- 
gularly; remittances have been made to me from; 
Scotland, but 1 did not know from what sources they 
came. 

Were you agent to, receive regultirly the income 
from Lord Melville's estates in Scotland ? — i was not. 

Did you regularly receive the income of^any estates, 
which Lord Melville might have in. England ? — 1 do 
not recollect that I did. 

Did you receive the dividends from any public 
stock bctonging to Lord Melville? — I did receive such 
dividends. . 

Did yoif keep any account between yourself and 
Lord Melville, as debtor and creditor? — I did^ 

Can you now produce such account ?-^I capnot, I 
have no account in my possession that I can command, 
excepting one that is in the possession of the Managers 
of the Impeachment. 

In what way, in what form, upon what paper, or in 
what book was that account kept ?-— I kept the ac* 
count in a small account-book of my own. 

Was a copy or a statement of that account, regularly 
furnished by you to Lord Melville ? — It was frequent- 
ly, but not regularly. 

. . When so furnished, did Lord Melville sign that ac- 
connt and you also, and were duplicates of th^ ac- 
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c^unt made ?— There were dapK<iatcs ittadc ; he diSd' 
sign them generally, I beh'eve always when I presented 
thejpci. 

Were those djjplicatcs so signed by you and your 
principal one part of them left in the hands of Lord 
Melville?-^ — ^There syere. 

" Did you carry to the credit of that account all sums 
of money which you received on account of Lord Melr 
villc for salary, and all occasional remittances froni 
Scotland ?. — I carried them to the credit of Lord Mel- 
yille, in his accounts with me. 

Was interest oii either side charged on that ac- 
count ? — ^There were none. 

Did you advance to the debit of that accoqnt any 
sum of money to Lord Melville ?— I have advanced 
sums of money to Lord Melville and placed them tp 
the debit of that account. 

Did you in 1786, or thereabouts, advance any spe- 
pific sums to Lord Melville that went to the debit of 
that account ?-— As nearly as I recollect, Pdid advance 
specific sums to Lord Melville, and placed them to thfc 
debit of that account. 

^ Was any security given for those sums ? — His Lord- 
ship granted me a bond and security for 4,000 /. which 
I advanced him in or about that y^ar. 

From what sum was that money, or thoge $uni5 
composing the 4,009 /. advanced ? I was enabled to 
advance that sum of money to his lordship frpra thp 
fund which I have already explained, having had thq 
controul of that which was put into my hands for the 
purpose of paying Exchequer fees I and a§ I had 
money upon two different treasurerships which would 
not probably be called for, but had always been al- 
lowed to remain in the paymaster's hands for the trouble 
of making up the ex-treasurer*s accounts, 1 knew that 
poney would not be called for til! I should leaye thq 
office or the accounts should be audited ; and froni 
thai account T advanced his lordship 4>ooo /. 
' Did that'^sum of 4,oop /. fo advanced to you bea|: 
jntprest ? — I chargea lid interest fo his lordship for thaj 
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^ . Dii the . bQBid. b^ar uppn t^e^ face of it that, it was 
with interest or without ? — It did not bear upon the 
face- of it that no interest was to be paid, but no in- 
terest was expressed to be paid, 

W^ interest cof pressed to be paid ijpon the face of 
tjie bond ? — It w^s not. 

Why did ypu advance a sum of money to Lord M^l- 
yille without interest ? — I did not feel myself entitled 
to charge bis lordship interest for money which had 
been pi^t iatq ipy hands under the situation which I 
have described. 

Did you describe to Lord Melville the reason why 
you did. nptf charge interest ?— 1 did not, nor did I 
press it upon his lordship's attention so much as to 
know whether he ever knew that it did bear interest. 
grnot. 

Was this 4,000 /• so stated to have been without in- 
terest and upon bond entered in the account whicl> 
you have stated ? — I believe it to have been the first' 
article in that account ; but I can only speak from re- 
CollectioA; and it being a^ a very distant period, X 
beff to say^it is only from recf^kction that I do state it^ 

fo the best of your recollection and belief was thai; 
tiie first item in the account ?-^l believe it was. 

What was the title of the account ?— It was eptitle^ 
in account-current. 

In the account-current so kept between you an<J 
Lord Melville were other advances made on the ac* 
count of Lgrd Melville ! — As I v^as in the habit of re- 
ceiving all his dividends, and his salary as Treasurer of 
the Navy, of course I debited his lordship with pay- 
ments that I made of those sums. 

Did you also credit Lord Melville for all these divi-^ 
dends as received upon those sums ?—tI did. 

Did you direct a purchase to be made on account 
of Lord Melville of 2000 /. India stock, in or about the 
year 1792?— My attention has been called to that cir- 
pumstance from seeing th^ entry in the tenth report, 
and I have no reason to doubt that I did. 

To the best of your knowledge, did you, or did you 
not, give such direction? — I really have no doubt 
that I did give such (Jircctioj:|s, although J have no 
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actual ^emembrance of it. I can venture to say, that 
I did give such directions. 

Do you know, or have you any knowledge, from 
what fund the money was taken, with which that 
a,ooq /. India stock was purchased ? — I have already 
said, that I had drawn money from the bank and put 
it into^he hands of Coutts and Co. ; these Sums having 
created credit to me at Coutts's house, I then drew 
upon Coutts for money to pay for that stock. 

Was that 2,000 /. stock bought on the account of, 
and for the benefit of Lord Melville ? — I believe it 
was. 

Were the dividends of that stock carried to the cre- 
dit of his account-current with you ? — I have n© doubt 
that they were. I am obliged to speak under that 
reserve, from having no documents of my own to refer 
to ; but from looking at the account at Coutts's house, 
X am satisfied, that the dividends of that stock were 
carried to the credit of Lord Melville's account. 
~ Did you direct to be purchased, a certain quantity 
of stock, commonly called the Loyalty I/)an, in or 
about the year 1797 • — ^ ^^^ ^^^* ^^ ^^^ best of my re- 
collection. 

Was a certain quantity of the loyalty loan subscribed 
to for the benefit of, or on account of Lord Melville, 
by you, or under your authority, or paid for with 
money coming out of the funds you have describ- 
ed before? — ^There was no such stock subscribed 
fur by me, or purchased by me ; I believe the pay- 
ments were made by Mr. Coutts's house, as far as I can 
uhderstand and recollect; and they were afterwards 
repaid by me to Coutts's house. 

Was that loyalty loan, the price of which was so 
originally paid by Coutts, and then repaid by yoii to 
Coutts, for the benefit or on account of Lord Melville? 
— It was repaid by me to Mr. Coutts for Lord 
Melville. 

Were the dividends upon that loyalty loan carried 
to the credit of Lord Melville in the account-current 
between his lordship and you ? — They were. 

What was the quantity of that stock so purchased 
for Lord Melville ? — I understood from the first ques- 
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tion upon this subject, that it was io,ooo7. then al* 
Ittded to, it must therefore be 10,000/. 

Was Lord Melville debited in the account-current 
between his lordship and you for that sum of 10,000 /. ? 
—I believe he was. 

From what sources did you derive that sum of 
1 0,000/. to supply Messrs. Coutts for the purchase of 
that loyalty loan?— I cannot state the sources distinctly^ 
and separately, as they were upon different payments,* 
unless I had documents, before me, which I have not. 

From what fund or funds did you dcrivie those va- 
rious payments which constituted the 10,000/. repaid 
to Messrs. Coutts for the purchase of that loyalty loan^ 
— Some*f the payments I drew from the bank, and put 
into Messrs Coutts*s hands, others I drew from my 
private account at Mr. Coutts's, and paid them into 
the account of Lord Melville. 

Did that private account from whith you gave some 
of these drafts, consist of public money, and a part of 
it of private money ? — It consisted of both. 

Did you purchase, or direct to be purchased a cer- 
tain sum of 7,000/. three per cent, reduced annuities, 
'for or on account of Lord Melville.^ — L directed stock 
to that amount to be purchased, I believe. 

Were the dividends of that stock carried to the cre- 
dit of Lord Melville in the account-current between 
Lord Melville and you ? — They were. 

Was any interest charged by you upon any of the 
sums heretofore specified, a.ooo/. India stock, 10,000/. 
; loyalty loan, and 7,000 /. three pei* cent, reduced ?— 
I have already mentioned that I placed these sums into 
sny account-current with Lord Melville, and that I 
never charged IxDrd Melville interest upon that ac- 
count ; nor did 1 charge myself interest when the ba- 
lance of that account happened to be in his lordsbipV 
favour. 
> Did you direct payments to be made to private in* 
dividuals on account of Lord Melville ?-~I have fre- 
quently. 

Did you direct a certain sum of money to be paid 
on account of Lord Melville, to the account ot Sir 
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Willmm Foibes and Cq. in Edinburgh ?— 'I believe I 
did from the documents that I have seen, 
. Have yqu. any doubt of that, fact ?— I have none, 
but at the s»ame time 1 have no recollection of it. 

Is that letter, now in your hand, of your h?ipd-writ- 
iiig ? — rThisj letter is of n:;y hand-writing. 

Is the whole your hand-writing?— It is. 
. Read th^f in order to refr^esh your menaory ; read flrft 
aloud to tbe Court the date of it. — The date iathe i8th 

o^July>f787- 

The witness was ordered to read the whole of the 
letter himself, so r.s to enable him as far as it might ta 
answer the questions that might be proposed to him, 
> Then the witness was asked, . ^ 

. Jl^ving now read that letter, doe$ it enable you tQ 
$peak, fram your memory, so refreshed^ A/yliether you 
did pay in a sum of money into the house of Sir Wil- 
liam Ear bps and Ccrmpany, at Edinburgh? — I am sa- 
tisifiedthat I gave such directions, though X dp not re- 
member the circumstance. 

liTQxn that memorandum, are you satisfied that you 
gave suph directions ? — Perfectly so* , 

To what amount ? — 2,000 /. • 

Was that sum of 2j^9QO /. carried to the debit of 
J^ard Melville in the account-current, ^nd when ? — It 
was carried to the. debit of Lord Melville's accQunt 
with me ; but as his lordship had more than one ac- 
count,. 1 do not recollect which account it was carr 
ried to* 

Was it carried to the debit of some acpount betweeq 
-{aefd-T^felville and you ?— Certainly. 

Was any. intserest charged upon that a,Qoo /. in that 
account, whatever account it might have been ? — N.o. 

Do you recollect, from haying looked at that docu- 
jnent in your own hand-writiiag, and made at the time, 
^ny advance directed by you to be made to the account 
pf Lord Melville to the bouse of Mansfield, Rauvsay, 
and Company, in Edinburgh ? — The same letter spe- 
afies the sum of 3,374/. to have been paid by my direcr 
lion to Messrs.. Mansfield, Ramsay, aii^d Co^npany, orj 
J^ord Melville's ac<5Qui^t, 
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' Was any seoiirky given to you for ekbcr .of those 
sums from Lord Melville? — None that I recollect;. 
hut having no recollection of the transaction at all, I 
can recollect no collateral circumstance attending it. 

Was the last sum you have mentioned carried to the 
debit of Lord Melville in any account between hi$. 
lordship and you ?— Certainly. 

What was the amount of that sum so paid by you tci. 
Mansfield, Ramsay, and Company?— 3,374/. 

Was any 'interest charged upon that sum bctweei^- 
J^ord Melville and you? — I believe none to have been 
charged. 

Was the balance of th^ account- current between yoa- 
and L(^ Melville more generally on one, side or th^ 
(Oth^er ? — It was. 

On which side? — Lord Melville was generally in^ 
iJefated to me. 

To what amount, upon am average, in that account 
.curr€nti?-TrI am perfectly unable to state that cir- 
cumstance. 

Can you rccoJect whereabouts it might be?— «-! 
cannot, , unless any particular time was specified > an4. 
Jthen I do not believe I could do it. 

When was that account-current brought to a settle- 
ment? — Upon the ifenefal settlement which I Hadwitlj 
bis lordship at the time he left the n^vy pay-office^ 

When was that J-r-rl think upon the 31 st of May, 
|8pQ. . 

Was a transcript of that account, or the account 
ksdf, presented to Lor<l Melville at that time?-rTl 
made out a general staten^ent of his lordship's business^ 
as far as I was connected with him, and that account 
was particularly specified, ' as well as others. 

At that time in vvhose favour yras the bal<^nce ?— ^ 
TTjie balance was in my favour. 

To what amount, or whereatjout was the balance in 
your fevoqr It^I presume your Lordships mean the 
general statement, including all his accounts. 

The question was to the account-current only> but 
poi^poning that to a future opportunity, do you recoU 
Icct another advance in the year 1789, about th^ 
pfopth of July, tQ Sir WiUiao^ Forbes and Co, ? — I Jiavg 
no recpUectioa of it. 
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' Have you any recollection of the sum of 3,000/. 
advanced about the 17th of the same month to Mans- 
field, Ramsay, and Co. on account of Lord Melville? 
-—I have no recollection of that circumstance. I have 
seen both sums stated in the Tenth Report, but I have 
no other means of recollecting it. 

Then a paper was shewn to the witness, and he was- 
*ked:. "^ 

Look at that paper, is that your hand-writing at tl>e 
bottom of that paper? — It is. 

Read that, and see whether you refresh your me- 
mory by it ; it is a memorandum dated the 5th of Ja-' 
liuary, 1790, the transaction took place in 17S9 : can 
you now, from having refreshed your memoryj^y that^ 
document in your hand, state whether you did ad^- 
ranee, on account of Lord Melville, to Sir William 
Forbes and Co, 1,000/. in the month of July,. 1789 ? 
•—I have no r^ollection of that particular transaction, 
and I hope it will not appear extraordinary to you,' 
when it is considered the multiplicity of the transac-* 
rions that went through my hand during the time I 
acted in that public capacity, and which appears in 
the Tenth Report. 

But are you able to speak to the fact by referring to 
the paper you hold in your hand ? — I have no doubt 
about the fact, from its being in a signed account be* 
tween my brother at Edinburgh and myself, and it is 
stated to be transmitted to the house at Edinburgh 
through my brother. 

Whether there was any other account besides the 
account-current kept between yop and Lord Melville ? 
—There was. 

Was that account also kept in a book ?— It was 
written in the same book. 

What was the title of that account ? — It was en- 
titled " Chest Account.*' 

Do you recollect whether the sum of 10,600 /. which 
it was stated by Lord Melville that he would account 
for when you first became Paymaster of the Navy, 
was carried into that account ?-~I do recollect that it 
was stated in that account. 

Did it fornri the first item of the account ?— It did. 
.Were there other sums advanced on account of 
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Lord Melville entered in this chest account J-^Hiere 
• were. 

Was the loyalty loan, to the amount of 10,000/ 
which you stated to be advanced to Lord Melville for 
the purchase of that stock, and carried to the ac- 
count-current, ever transferred to this chest-account*? 
— It was. 

To whom did you consider Lord Melville to be 
debtor on thechest-account ?— I considered Lord Mel- 
ville to be indebted to government for the sums I ad- 
vanced upon the chest-account. 

Did Lord Melville know that you so considered 
it ?— I never had any specific conversation with his 
lordship upon it, so as to enable me to say positively^ 
that he dfd; but the accounts were signed, and dupK-' 
cates were delivered to his lordship. 

What was your reason for transferring the loyalty 
loan money from the account-current to the chest- 
account ? — It was from an anxiety, an attention to my 
own interest. Lord Melville was indebted to me as.a 
private individual only, upon the account-current, and 
I considered him indebted, as I said before to goverft- 
ment for the balance upon the chest-account. 

Did you state to Lord Melville that you wished or 
intended to transfer this loyahy loan money from the 
account-current to the chest-accouni! ?— I do not re- 
collect that I positively stated it to his lordship ; but 
I' delivered accounts which bore it upon the face of 
them. * 

Were those accounts, upon the face of which this 
transfer was borne, delivered to Lord Melville and 
signed by him, the same as the other accounts?— 
They were. 

Were the duplicates so signed, one part taken by 
Lord Melville and the other part by you ? — They were. 

Did you charge any interest to Lord Melvile upon 
the chest-account, when the balance appeared to- be 
against Lord Melville ? — I did not. 

On which side did the balance on the chest-account 
bsually stand ? —Lord Melville general) j« stood debtor 
upon t hat account. 

Did Lord xMelville approve of "the transfer of the 
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loyalty loan to the chest-accoimt ?— He neitlier ap?- 
proved or disapproved of it. He took the accounts 
without any consideration. 

Did Lord Melville in fact know at the time the 
chest-account was delivered to him, that he was in- 
' cjebted to the public upon that account in the sum of 
10,000 /. ? — I presented the accounts to his lordship ; 
but as we hsid no conversation upon thera, I am alto- 
gether at a loss to answer that ques^on. 

. Dijd he know of any distinction between the two aq-. 
counts, respecting the situation of the one account 
and the other account ?— I hav^ no. reason to doubt it. 

Did Lord Melville i^hen know that upon one ac- 
count he was indebted iimme4iately to government, 
and on the other that he was debtor to you h — I believe 
he did. ^ 

When did this chest-account terminate? — At the 
general settlement which took place when his lordship 
left the office. 

Did you present to Lord Melville a general state- 
ment of this chest-account, as well as the account- 
current ? — I did. 

Did Lord Melville sign that account, or acknow- 
ledged it ?— 1 believe he did. 

Did Lord Melville at that time discharge these two 
accounts ? — He did, to the best of my recollection. 

Do you recollect what the amoutit due to you upon 
those two accounts was ?— I have no recollection of 
the precise specific amount. * . . 

To the best of your recollection, whereabouts was 
th^amount of these two sums? — I should think nearly 
about 50,000 /. , 

Did you lay before Lord Melville, at that titnc, the 
differences between the office cash and the cash at the 
. bank ? — I do not recollect that I did. 

,Did you state that in consequence of Lord Mel- 
ville's intended quitting the navy-pay office there 
would be a necessity for his providing a sum of money ? 
—I did. 

, For what purpose was it necessary to provide that 
sumof money— To make a repayment ot the moqe^ 
^ which' his^ lord$hip bad from the public balances* . 
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' Did that repay ttient, so to be made by his Iwdship, 
Consist of the two sums so taken togertier, the :accoant- 
current and the chest-account ? — I have explained that 
I applied to his' lordship for a general settlement at 
that time, and finding that his lordship pointed out 
assets sufficient to discharge both, I incorporated the 
two accounts together, and his lordship paid me thfe 
balance of both. 

To what account was that balance so paid to you 
placed? — To discharge *th^ balance upon the chest- 
account, and upon my account-current with' his lotd- 
ship. 

Wh^re did you pay those balances as soon as you 
received them ? — I do not tnov^r tha:t they Went afl 
through the same channel. '^ ' ' 

Where did they centre ultimately? — They must 
have centred ultimately in the bank; because I had 
a larger sum at that time from the bank upon'tny oWn 
account. 

Did this sum which my Lord Melville sojpaid 
you go to make good the differences at the bailk?— ^ 
J cannot state from recollection whether the Whole 
.went or not. 

Wer6 your differences as paymaster at the bank 
made good in part by these payriients so received of 
Lord Melville? — As money fcannot be identified I 
cannot answer that liter:il}y 5 because it may first have 
gone into Coutts*s house, and 1 may hav^e drawn a 
larger sunt^omCoutts's house, which may have made 
up hiy balances. 

Did the money so paid by Lord Melville go into 
Coutts's> or any other hands, far the purpose of ulti- 
mately making good these difFeren'ces It the bank, 
or a part of them ? — I presume they must ultimately 
have been applied to that purpose, as I had a tnuch 
larger sum to pay at the' bank than that upon rtiy oWh 
account. 

Did you cotlsidet that money, befo're it was paid by 
Lord Melville, as a part of the difference Owing to the 

Sublic?-^t have stated, that a p^n of the balance 
tat^Wasdae trpon tlic che^t-accmmt, I looked upon . 
as due to the public, the other as a b'danie due to 
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myself; and whctlicr I paid that money afterwards into 
the bank in whole or not, upon my own account, I do 
not know* 

Did you consider that your own difference to the 
public was increased by as much as Lord Melville was 
debtor to you upon the account-current r — 1 did> as far 
.as I can understand the question. 

If, for instance/ exclusive of the account-cjjrrent, 
.your difference consisted of 20,000/. and the account- 
current, consisted of 25,000/. was the difference in- 
creased 45,000 /. by the payment of Lord Melville to 
you ? — I do not understand the question- 
Was your difference, your debt to the public, swell- 
ed by the debt owed to you on the account-current of 
Lord Melville r — If I understand the question", cer- 
tainly not necessarily. 

Was it, in fact, so increased on account of the debt 
Lord Melville owed to you ? — ^I do not know whether 
it was. 

If you bad not had any balance due to you from 
Lord Melville on the accountrcurrent, on the 31st 
.May, 1800, would you have had so great a difference 
at the bank as then existed ? — I may have chosen to 
take the balance which Lord Melville owed to me 
into another channel, in which case it would have made 
no difference in the cash in the bank ; and as the fact 
did not exist, I cannot say what 1 would have done in 
such cases. 

If Lord Melville had not paid to you the sum due 
upon the private account, to enable you to pay that 
sum into the bank, must you not have been under the 
necessity df providing that sum of money elsewhere ? . 
— Certainly. 

Did Lord Melville understand then,, that the dis- 
charge of these two accounts were to enable you to 
make good your differences at the bank ? — Certainly 
not 5 Lord Melville understood that so much of it 
was due upon the chest-account i I believe. he un- 
derstood that was to make good his lordship's differ- 
ence at the bank, and the other was to be in repay- 
ment of a sum of money which he owed me upon mf 
account-current. 
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' Wfe^ter yt)t( gave 4Hrecttons in ot ihovd \k^/feitt 
1789 of 1790, for the piiffchase of kndther stm of 
East India sfock for tn^ b^niefit of Lord Melville? 
— I gave directions ih the ye^r ijtg to purchase i 
sum of East Iftdia stock for the benefit of Lord Mel- 
ville. 

Are you etiabled froni your itfenhoty tb state what 
|)assed bt^tween Lord Melville arid yourself tipon thai 
subject ? — 1 will state the transaction as far afe thf 
memoi'y will carry me, which vvas iiif eonseqtietice of 
a conv^gatiOli I hdd with hi^ lordship, in vvBfcfi hd^ 
stated his opi^iori; that the valiife of East Iiidid st8cki 
from the probable rise that would take' pltite ultl* 
mately in that stock; and I obsferved ib his Ibjtt^ 
shipj that if he was impressed with so' good a6 dpi-^ 
nion of that stock, that I thought, in considertition bf 
his own interest, he ought to invest a sum of riioney iH 
fhat stock : his lordship's obscrvdtibn seemed to throW 
it aside, by saying that he had no money to invest iti 
stock. I had mentioned to his' lordship thit there 
* were considerable baikncesf lying at all tim^s in m^ 
hatild^ that were not called for, and, in all probability^ 
would not be cilled for, froth circutnstanCes t^hat 1 
need not perhaps relate at tHs time ; but if v(ras money 
lying uriclaimed m my haAds, which it would not 
fee necessary to advafice to the pufblic until! they* werri 
claimed, and there was no prospect of that clainl 
taking place sooii ; Jlrid I advised his lordship to ^ve 
me leave to lay put so niuch of that mofley asf virould 
buy about 13,000/. or 14,600/. feast Itidial stock, but 
which his lordship refused irt the most pointed arid de^ 
cidcd mai^ner, insomuch, that I v(^a^ afraid I had in- 
curred his lordship's disf^easure by proposing it. But 
it occurred to me at the^s^itte momdiit that ii? vs^otild b4 
possible to botrow* ^ sum of money \jip6h the security 
of that stock, and I proposed to his lordshi* that I 
should endeavour to do so, and that I should lay out 
that money in the purchase of East India stock ; to 
which hi-s Iwdship readily assented. I me'ntion^d thft 
I then' 1 vcd with a relation of my own, who was a 
Tna»> of cx>nsidcrable importance- ih the city, and that 

E 
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he would be enabled to raise this sunt of money for 
tn<c. In short, I niade it an easy matter to his lord- 
ship. But when I appKed to Mr. Lind, the gentleman 
to whom I alluded) I found chat I was deceived, and 
that it was not. an easy matter to raise money upon 
that security; but I was unwilling to disappoint his 
lordship in what I had so sanguinely told I could 
effect, and I never acquainted his lordship with the 
difficulty th^t had arisen, but I assisted Mr. Lind by 
* advancing money from the public money which I had 
the management of. I never had occasion afterwards 
to mention the circumstance to Lord Melville until 
April in the last year, and he w^s perfectly unac- 
quainted with my having made use of the public 
money in that transaction ; and I charged his lord- 
ship a regular interest for the whole of the money 
which I advanced in that transaction, from the first 
day it was advanced until the final setdement of our 
account 

Did Lord Melville never inquire the name of the 
lender of that money ?-^I do not recollect that bis 
lordship ever did : I nad stated in such positive terms 
that Mr. Lind could do it, that I never found it ne- 
cessary to mention the circumstance again to Lord 
Melville, but took it for granted that he had thought I 
had concluded the transaction in the manner that I 
f upposed it could be effected* 

Did you mention Mr. Lind's qame to lx)rd Melville 
at the time ?-«^I did. 

Were the dividends upon that stock carried to the 
credit of Lord Melville's account ?' — ^Thcy were. 

Did you direct any transfer to be made to Lord Mel- 
ville of any part of that stock, at any time previous to 
the year 1 800 ? — I have no recollection of that cir- 
cumstance ; it was mentioned to me yesterday, but I 
do not recollect it. 

What was the amount of the sum originally ex- 
pended in the purchase of this 'Stock? — I have stated it 
in another place, and 1 have no reason to alter my opi- 
nion now from recoUectipn that it was about 23>ooo/. 
; Did the debt for the purchase of that stock conti- 
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hue to that amount until the stock was replaced or 
repaid for ? — It did not. 

In what manner, and to what amount was it dimi- 
nished ? — It was diminished, by payments from his 
lordship to me, to the sum of 20,000/. ; npon which 
his lordship continued to pay interest to me until the 
final settlement of our accounts. 

In what manner was the 3,000/. repaid to you ? — 
I have no distinct recollection of it, but I believe I 
have been paid at two different times. 

Was the 3,000/. so paid, carried to the credit either 
of Lord Melville's chest account, or his account cur- 
rent with you ? — It was not 

To what credit w^as it carried ? — It was ca/ried to 
the credit of the debt which was upon the stock. 

To whom was that 3,000/ paid ? — As I had ad- 
vanced the money for the stock myself, of course it 
was repaid to myself. 

Was that East India stock in possession, or was it 
still placed for the benefit of Lord Melville in May 
1 800, when he quitted the navy pay office ? — He was 
possessed of it in the manner I have described. It 
was held in trust by the house of Messrs. Thomas 
Coutts and Co., and subject to my controul. 

Was it subject to your controul during the whole 
time that it was out? — I do riot recollect any inter-^ 
ruptionofit. 

Were the* dividends always carried to Lord Mel- 
ville's credit? — I believe they were. 

At the time that you proposed to Lord 'Melville to 
purchase East India stock for him out of the public 
balances lying in your hands unclaimed, did Lord 
Melville ask you the amount of such balances ? — I do 
not recollect that he did. 

Did he enquire whether you had in your hands 
assigned or unassigncd balances, or whether you had 
both or either ? — I never had any conversation with 
his lordship upon the subject. 

Were you ever restricted by Lord Melville in any 
way, as to the quantity of money you were to keep 
out of the bank at the house of Messrs. Coutts ? — 

E a 
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Lord Melv^le left ihe management of the balances la 
the bank entirely to me. I believe I enjoyed his^ 
lordship's confidence to the fullest extent,, and he 
never interfered. 

Was there any restriction upon you as to the stims 
to be taken out of the bank for that purpoie ? — There 
were none. 

There were no restrictions as to the branches upon 
which you were to draw when yoy took money front 
the bank to place it at Messrs. Coutts's? — Lord 
Melville never interfered with me in the managenienj: 
of the balances of the Pay Office. 

Question repeated ? — I have not the least idea of 
the meaning of the question. 

Did Lord Melville say that you might or might 
not draw upon the Pay Branch, that you might or 
might not draw upon the Victualling Branch, that 
you might or might not draw upon the Navy Branchy 
or did he mention any restriction as to either of 
them ? — :I have already said Lord Melville never gave 
me ^ny instructions with regard to managing the 
balances of the office ; therefore I do not know what 
the honourable managers mean by restrictions upon it* 

Did Lord Melville order you not to draw upon this 
pr that branch for any purpose ? — Certainly not. 

Did you ever draw drafts in favour of the Right 
Honourable Henry Dundas in your account at 
Coutts? — Undoubtedly. • 

Did you ever draw drafts in favour of Mr. Dundas ? 
— Certainly. 

Did you ever draw drafts in favour of Henry 
Dundas ? — Undoubtedly. 

Do all these three descriptions mean the same per- 
son, the Treasurer of the Navy ? — They did, unless 
some exceptions may exist in case of my having 
drawn in favour of Mr. Robert Dundas. 

Were those drafts in general in favour of the 
Treasurer of the Navy with small exceptions ? — They 
were. 

Did you use either of those names Mr. Dundas^ 
Henry Dundas, or the Right Honourable Henry 
Dundas, in the drafts of Mcssrsr Coutts without the 
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payment being made either to Lord Melville or some 
person on account of Lord Melville, or some person 
having a money connexion with Lord Melville ? — It is 
probable I never did; but so many transactions of this 
sort took place, that it is impossible for me to say that 
there were no exceptions. 

it is asked, generally speaking ? — Generally speak- 
ing, they have collateral connexion with Lord Met 
ville's accounts. 

Was this East India stock in May 1800 when Lord 
Idelville went out of office either sold pr pledged for 
the pufpose of making up your deficiencies at the 
bank ? — It was disposed of at that time. 

Was there any increase upoa the value of that 
St6ck from the time at which it was bought to the 
time at which it was either so sold or pledged ?— The 
stock had risen. 

To. what account ^;vas the money obtained upon^ 
the stock either sold or pledged carried ? — £.20^000 
to pay off the debt upon that stock, and ;f.8,ooo of it 
went to pay me in part liquidation of the balance 
upon my account current. 

Had Lord Melville in fact the benefit of the rise of 
that stock ? — Certainly he had 5 and- the loss would 
also have accrued to his lordship in case the stock had 
fallen. 

Had he th^ benefit of the excess of dividends above 
the interest at 5 per cent, paid for the money, during 
the whole time there was such an excess ? — I do not 
know that the dividend did exceed the interest which 
he paid upon it, especially at first, l! believe it did not. 

Was there at any time a rise upon that, between the 
time the stock was purchased and the time it was 
sold? — ^There was a rise upon the dividends on the 
stock, several years after it was purchased upon his 
lordship's account. 

Was any security, of any kind, given to Mr. Lind 
for this purchase of East India stock? — The stock 
was invested in his name some time after, not imme- 
diately, as I have understood from a document which 
has been lately put into my hands, 

Did the accounts which you from time to time 
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delivered to Lord. Melville, though not delivered at 
regular periods, include all the receipts and payments 
made and received by you on account of Lord Mel- 
ville ?— They did, to the best of my recollection. 

Did you, at the close of the year 1790, make up alj 
the balances of the Navy Pay Office at the Bank of 
England? — The account at the Bank of England 
appears by my books to be balanced at that time ; 
but whether the balance was exactly paid in or not I 
cannot ascertain, because some of my drafts may not 
have been presented, in which case that would form 
part of the balance appearing so to be paid in. • 
* Was the balance at the end of the year 1790 
exactly struck, and did it appear that there was no 
deficiency at that time?~They appeared to be; I 
could speak with more precision if the accounts were 
laid bete re mey which I have not had the advantage of 
for some time past, 
^ Did you make up the difference between the 
balance of the one account and the other, at the end 
of the year 1791 ? — I cannot speak from recollection ; 
my documents arc in the hancls of the honourable 
managers, and I probably should be able to speak 
with more precision if they were laid before me. 

If there was any difference between the office cash 
and the bank cash, in the end of the year 1791, of 
what money did that difference consist? — It would 
consist of drafts of mine which had not b?cn presented- 
at the Bank in part, and in part of the sum of money 
which Lord Melville was indebted to the chest 
account, and to me upon my account cutrent. 

Did that balance you are now speaking of, com- 
prehend both the chest account and the account 
current ? — It did, to the best of my recollection of 
the accounts. 

Did the balances so outstanding, from 1791 to 
1799, comprehend those balances so due from Lord 
Melville ? — They did, to the bcjjt of recollection ; of 
the settled accounts always ; but a small account may 
have existed upon the account cqrrenr, which was not 
included in that. 

Did the difference between the office and tlie bank 
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bftlance, at the end of each of those y^rs whieh you 
have specified, denote, tvith a tri&ing exception, the 
sum of money which was to be made good by pay- 
ments from Lord Melville to the puMic, and to you? 
—They did, to the best of my recollection. 

How long did you continue in office after Lord 
Melville left it?— Upwards of two years. 

Who was Treasurer of the Navy after Lord 
Melville ?— 'Lord Harrowby succeeded I-ord Mel- 
villei Mr. Bathurst succeeded Lord Harrowby, and 
Mr. Tierney succeeded Mr. Bathurst. 

Was .any interruption given by either of those 
Treasurers to the practice of taking the money from 
the bank and placing it in the hands of Mr. Coutts, 
or any private individuals ? — Mr. Bathurst ordered it 
to be altogether done away. 

Was that order carried strictly into execution ? — 
I do not know how I must be pinned down to the 
word strictly ; Mr. Bathurst did not press it to be 
done within a few days, but to do it with convenience 
to myself; that I might do it in the space of a month 
or so ; there was no time defined* 

Was it done within the month ? — It was. 

Did you continue in the situation of Paymaster 
after the money was so placed at the bank ?— I did. 

When did you quit the office ? — I left the office in 
one month after Mr. Tierney succeeded to the situ* 
atton of Treasurer of the Navy ; I do not recollect the 
time. 

Were you ever after appointed Paymaster of the 
Navy ? — I was, by Mr. Canning. 

Did the same practice that had been ordered by 
Mr. Bathurft, prevail during the trcasurership of 
Mr. Canning ? — It did. 

Was the balance upon the chest account always 
against Lord Melville ? — I believe it was. 

Was any security^ of any sort, signed by Lord 
Melville, to you or to any other person, on account 
of the India stock so purchased? — None. 

When did you quit the Navy Pay Office altogether? 
—I believe in the April in lart year ; 1 have na 
recollection of the precise day. 
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Did you, while you w^re Paymaster of the Navy; 
make any cafli payment with your own hand on 
account of the public ?— I do not recollect that I ever 
did, excepting ih exchequer fees. 

Did you always issue your money by drafts to your* 
sub-accountants ?*— 1 reccJlect ofte or two instances 
wherein I did not, having a sum of money in the iroa 
chest I issued to them. 

Were those exceptions to the general very few ?— 
Very few. 

Did you ever draw drafts upon the Bank of England,- 
and go yourself, or send others, to take cash or bank 
notes from the bank, to be paid either to Messrs. 
Coutts, or elsewhere? — ^I do not know that I ever did 
it personally, but I have sent others to do so. 

Have you, or any other perscwis, received such' 
money without passing it through the hands of Mr. 
Courts ? — I have no knowledge of its ever having 
been done : I have been informed it has been done. 

Do you recollect no instance of notes having been 
l^rought from the Bank of England without passing- 
through the hands of Coutts ? — I do not recollect any 
myself: my instructions were generally given to 
Mr. Wilson, who managed that for me, or Mr. 
Tweedy, of the Pay Office. I am told that has hap- 
pened more than once, but have no recollection 
of it. 

Do you recollect drawing one day for a million of 
money, and having received a million of money, ~ 
without passing through the house of Coutts? — I 
never drew for a million of money but once in my 
life, and that money went into the hands of Coutts. 

Was it paid into Coutts' hand in bank notes, or 
was the draft given to them i — My graft was given 
to the principal money conductor of the Pay Office, 
who went into the bank with that draft, the notes 
being divided into a great number of small notes ; 
aod he brought that directly, and put it into the 
house of Coutcs, as I understand. 

Then it was put into Coutts*s bank in bank notes, 
and not in the shape of a draft ? — I drew a draft a3 
usual upon the bank; but instead of giving tbt 
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who carried it to the bank^ aad took the ixuik notes 
to Coutts's. 

Did you ever draw for small ^ums^ either upon the 
bai^, or upon the house of Goutts> for public servtcesi 
— I do not know what the honourable manager majp 
call a small sutn. 

Did you ever draw for a less sum than a thousand 
pounds either upon the bank of Messrs. Coutts, oi| 
account of the public service ?— »I make ho doubt I 
fiave often done so. 

Did you ever make any sm^U payments on account 
of the public service, excepting exchequer fees?— -I 
do not recollect any, unless it were repayments intd 
the bank. 

According to the nature and to the practice of the 
Fay Office since that account, have payments beea 
made by the Paymaster in the ordinary course of the 
office ?— I do not recollect any : I do not know what 
the honomrable manager alludes to« 

Do any payments t^ any public creditor pass ia 
the usual form of busin^ess through the hands of the 
Paymasters ? — I believe not. 

Are not they all made by the sub-accountant ?— 
They are, as I said before, except with regard to the 
exchequer fccs^ 

Did you ever receive any gratuity from Lord 
Melville for acting as his agent? — Never. 

Is the book in which you kept the account current 
and the chest account, destroyed ? — It is- 

Are all the boqks containing any accounts between 
Lord Melville and you, and the vouchers, destroyed ? 
— ^They are, to the best of ray belief. 

Did you ever lose one of these books whilst they 
were in existence ? — I was robbed of one of those 
books at one time. • 

Did you recover it again ?-^I did. 

How did you get it again ? — I received it from one 
of the magistrates of the Public Office in Hatton 
(jarden. 

Was thac one of the books in which the account 



AS 

current and chest account between you and Lord 
Nlelville was entered ? — It was. 

Look at this paper: is that signed by you?^ — It is. 

What does that paper purport to be? — It purports 
to be an account current between Lord Melville and 
mysclfy dated commencing in the year 1801. 

Is that an account balanced ? — It appears to be so. 

Is it signed by both parties ? — It is. 

Have you any vouchers in your hand connected 
with tluit paper r — Here are vouchers, but I do not 
know whether they belong to it or not. , 

Refer to them ? — They do not seem to refer to the 
account ; they are of subsequent date ; I see no re- 
ference whatever. 

Are they vouchers of any accounts between Lord 
MelvjHe and you? — They are vouchers of three 
payments which 1 appear to have made upon Lord 
Melville's account. 

Is the sheet now in your hand of the nature of 
those accounts which you delivered to Lord Melville 
at certain periods ? — They are. 

Were the accounts so delivered by you at certain 
periods, both on the cheft and current account, so 
signed as that paper in your hand is signed ? — -They 
were. 

To whom did you give the direction for the pur- 
ch?se of 2,000/. India stock in 1792 for the benefit of 
Lord Melville? — I can only judge from that circum- 
stance, that most part, of my transactibns of that sort 
went through the house of Coutts and Co.; and I 
have no doubt my directions were there placed. 

To whom were the directions given for the purchase 
of icgoo/. of the loyalty loan in 1797? — I gave no* 
directions respecting that, to the best of my recol- 
lection. 

'Jo whom did you give directions for the purchafe 
of the 7,000/. 3 per cents reduced r — I presume, also, 
to the house ot Messrs. Coutts and Co. 

Docs Mr. Philip Antrobus, the. broker, act for that 
house ? — I have heard so. 

Dp you know that he did at that time act for that 
house ? — I believe it s but 1 do not know it. 



ss 



Cross-examined. 



You speak of your being appointed Paymaster in 
consequence of the recommendation youstated,had you 
had an opportunity of bcinjj useful to Lord MelviUfe 
in some regulations respecting the office, previous to 
your being appointed by him to the office of Pay- 
master ? — I very early atter Lord Melville^s first ap- 
pointment as Treasurer of the Navy, presented his 
lordship with a plan for new regulating the business 
iof the office, which, I have understood was rtuch ap- 
proved of by his lordship. ^ 

In what year was that ? — I fancy it was in 1782 ; it 
was a very short tinae after his lordship was first ap- 
pointed Treasurer of the Navy. 

Some time prior to your being appointed Pay-f 
master?— A great many years before. 

In that interval, between the circumstance that first 
brought you to Lord Melville's notice, and your 
appointment as Paymaster, was any intercourse kept 
up between his lordship and you? — I believe I was 
known to his lordship during the time ; but I had no 
particular intercourse with his lordship. 

The first circumstance you were interrogated to, 
after that of your being appointed Paymaster, was his 
lordship's acknowledgment of a balance in his hands 
of 10,000/. ; at the time Lord Melville said that was 
in his hands, did he not, at the same time say, it was 
not applied to any private use or emolument of his 
own, but to public purposes, from whence it was 
likely there would be a loss ? — His lordship expressed 
to me, he was afraid that there might be a loss. 
The conversation might be very pointed ; but I do 
not recollect it so much, as to be able to say that his 
lordship actually stated it to be for public purposes; 
but it is at a very distant period, and it is not impos- 
sible he did. 

Have- you any the least recollection, that Lord 
Melville acknowledged that he had applied it to 
any purposes of private benefit to himself? — None. 

Whether the sums for the purpose of paying the 
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exchequer fees which you have stated, had not for 
some time been a fund in the hand of the Paymaster, 
which he used for his own emolument when not 
wanted by the^ public ?~ 1 had understood that they 
had always been in the hands of my predecessors. 
Paymasters of the Navy ; and that the parts which 
were not immediately required for the payment of 
the public fees, were made use of; and that as sooa 
as the sum in their hands was reduced to under 3,000/., 
it was usual for the Paymaster to make an application 
for a further sum of 3,000/., to be impressed into his 
hand for that purpose ; that was the mode that was 
explained to me when J came into the office, and I 
received the balances remaining upon two ex-tfea- 
surerships ; and, soon after my appointment to the 
office, 3,000/. was put into my hands, to pay the 
exchequer fees upon the current treasur^rship. 

It is thought you said the money issued for the 
exchequer fees is issued in a different mode from the 
money issued for the public service ? — I did state so. 

State wherein that difference consists? — All nnio- 
nies issued from the e3cchequer to the Treasurer of 
the Navy, are in consequence of a letter from the 
different boards connected with that office, desiring 
him to memorial the treasury for such suins of money, 
excepting in the instance of exchequer fees ; he alone 
is acquainted when they ' are nearly exhausted, and 
when he finds them to be nearly exhausted, he includes 
an application for 3,00:/- into any memorials to be 
sent to the treasury, to be imprested into the Trca*^ 
surer*s h^nds. 

Is it to be understood then that all applications for 
other sums of money for the public service must ori- 
ginate with some one of the boards ? — ^I'he whole of 
the money. . 

There are different boards give direction* for 
issuing of money ; can any money be issued from the, 
exchequer to carry on the naval service, without a^ 
letter from one or other of those boards ? — ^It cannot. 

Does that letter, or a copy of it, accompany the 
memorial to the treasury for the issue of that money? 
— It dees. 



h that tke ca^ with respect to money that issuer 
for exchequer fees? — ^I have endeavoured to explain 
that it is not; it originates entirely from the ray- 
Blaster io fact, who is the judge of when that fend ki 
nearly exhausted. 

Was thecoiju-sc of oflSce you have described, the 
same before the act of parliament, as it has been 
^nce th^ passing of the act of the 2jth of the King? 
-*The same, I believe. 

Is then the issuing exchequer fees a subject to 
which the regulation of the act of parliament l^ the 
course c^ office applies ? — I presume it is, as I believe 
the act of parliament directs all sums from the 
exchequer to be issued to the bank, and the money 
to pay exchequer fees is accordingly issued to the 
bank. 

Whether all the detail and management of the 
Paymaster's office has always been left to the Pay- 
master ?— I believe it generally is ^ especially during 
the time in which I acted as Paymaster to the Navy, 
it certainly was, and altogether so in Lord Melville's 
time J some subsequent treasurers have thought it 
cecessary to attend the business of the office more 
minutely. 

But during the whole period of time you hare 
been acquainted with the office, has the executicMi of 
it in detail always been left with the paymaster?— 
Always, I believe. 

Was that the case during the whole period of Lord 
Melville's treasurership ?-— As far as I know, it was. 

Was the whole management and drawing for the 
public money entirely left to you during the period 
when you were paymaster ?— I believe it was. 

You stated that permission was given by Lord 
Melville to draw money from the Bank of Eng4and ta 
Coutts's bank ; whether the only reason represented 
hy you to Lord Melville for that measure, was not, to 
facilitate the official convenience ?— Entirely so, I 
always stated so, the convenience that would arise,, 
and the greater security of the money. 

State, if you can recollect, how yaa represented 
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Ihai Ic would facilitate the convenietice of Ae office 
that that transfer -should take place ?~1 represented 
ihe inconvenience that would attend the payments 
from the distance of the bank, and proposed to his 
lordship, that a banker nearer should be allowed to keiep^ 
Ihe nioney in his hands, tfU 1 found it necessary to 
issue it to the sub-accountants. 

Did you state also to Lord Melville, in what 
manner the money would be more secure ? — I repre- 
sented to him the danger of sending in drafts to the 
bank every day by messengers, who were obfiged to 
bring out the produce of these in cash to supply the 
da4ly payments* 

Whether, when this application was made by ybii, 
the office had not been removed froip Broad -street, 
where it had been before situated, to Somerset- 
bouse?—^! believe it had. 

Though the paymaster makes no payment with his 
own hand, does not the paymaster furnish the sup- 
plies to the sub-accountants for all the money that is 
daily paid ? — ^He does. 

Was there the least mention to Lord Melville, rrt 
the time application was made for his permission to 
make the change you have stated, of any private 
€ noJument to be derived to any body from it ? — None 
whatever; it was never in Lord Melville's contem- 
plation, and I do not remember that it was in my 
own at that time. 

Was the permission which was given to draw- 
money from the bank, to be deposited till it was 
wanted in Coutts's bank, entirely confined to the 
money that would be wanted for oificial convenience ? 
— I do not know that the conversaiion extended to so 
great a length as to go into that minute part'of the 
subject. 

But was there then, or- at any subsequent time, any 
permission given by Lord Melville to draw monies 
trom the bank for any other purpose ? — Never. 

You are understood to state, that you received 
Lord Melville's salary as Treasurer of the Navy r — I 
did, in most instances ; I had thought universally so, 
till a staltement was made from the Pay Office, in 
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which I found, some few paynaente had been made 

by Mr. Wils:6n ijpon my account, and co others upaa 
ray account ; and oae payment to his lordship. 

Besides the salary of the treasurer which you 
received, did you alisp receive, on Lord Melville's 
account, during the whole period of acting as his 
agent, various remittances (torn Scotland, and other 
places, on his lordship's account, to a considerable 
amount ? — I did to a large amount. 
. You speak of your attending Lord Melville with 
the statement of his accoujits,. which was signed by 
his lordship, as you are understood to state, and 
duplicates of the accounts left by him?— So 1 stated 
the fact. 

Whether, when you attended his lordship upoJi 
the subject of private business, aad bttsiaes^ of the 
nature you have stated, you observed whether bis 
lordship gave any particular attention to the business? 
— I was very much concerned that I never could 
draw Lord Melville's attention particularly to the 
subject of his private accounts, 
. Were not, in most instances, the account^ that 
wer« produced, brought by you, signed immediately 
upon |he confidence Lord Melville reposed in you, 
without any examination?— I.always exhibited die 
accounts to his lordship, for his ejtamination ; and he ' 
may have looked at them j but I am consciotuj that 
he never attended to them particularly* ' 

Whenever you had occasion to attend his lordship 
Upon any business of a public nature, or any business 
that related to the deta^il and management of the office 
in which his own private interest was not concerned, 
did you find Lord Melville equally inattentive, or 
directly the reverse ? — I must state directly the reverse ; 
Lord Melville never interrupted me in any repre- 
sentations that I. made to him respecting the public 
business of the ofiice, unless it was merely telling me 
he had not time to attend to me at, that time, and 
appointing another time, when I laid , the subject 
before him. 

: is it to be understood, that when you waited upon- 
Lord Melville upon the public accounts in ^hich he. 
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hts attention, but eould dot get his attention in the same 
manner to his own private accounts ?-*-That is what 
I mean to statew 

Whether Lord Melville did at any time require or 
deceive from you any receipt or voucher, or document 
df any kind upon these accounts ? — I do not recollect 
tiiat I ever gave him a receipt for any money in my 
life. 

Whenever you have paid money for him> did his 
lordship ever desire to see any voucher for that pay- 
ment, or take it entirely upon the representation you 
gave of it ? — [ never failed to present the documents 
and vouchers to his lordship ; but I do not recollect 
any instance ip which he required it. 

Have you any distinct recollection that can enable 
you to state what was the form or the contracts of 
the bond of this 4,000/., or whether it was not a bond 
in the usual form ? — I have no recollection of it what- 
ever ; only I believe it did not bear interest. 

Have you any recollection whether its not bearing'' 
interest was or not specified in the bond ? — I have no 
distinct recollection ; but I do not believe that it did. 

The first purchase you speak to was 2,000/. East 
India stock ; whether, after the documents you havcf 
seen on the subject, you have now any memory of 
recollection upon the subject ?*— I recollect, generally, 
that Lord Melville wanted to be pos^^essed of a furthei* 
iqualiiicationofEaft India stock; and he begged me to 
procure it for him ; but whether he told me thatf 
he would immediately repay me the money or not, I 
do not recollect. 

Whether upon that occasion, or upon any other. 
Lord Melville ever directed you to lay out any parf 
of the public money in your hands for the use and 
benefit of Lord Melville ?-— He never did under the 
specific name of public money, or any money bcaringf 
that description. 

In every inftance in which this stock was purchased 
by you, was it understood by Lord Melville to bcf 
purchased either out of Lord Melville's own funds, or 
from private funds^ lent him by you ?. — I cannot pre^ 
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cisely say thll ; I do not know any thing to the con- 
trary ; but I do not know what Lord MelviH^'s con- 
ceptions may have been ; he never expressed himself 
to the contrary to me. 

Is there any instance in which prior to the pur- 
chase-of any stock* it was mentioned to Lord Melviire 
by you, that it was intended to be purchased out of 
the public money, except in the instance of the puir- 
chase of East India stock? — Never, to the best of my 
recollection. 

Are you to be understood to state that in ' the only 
instance where. that was proposed, it was indignantly 
rejected? — I mean so to be understood. 

You are understood to state that you did not ori- 
ginally give directions, nor are cogniiant by Whom- the 
directions were given for the purchase of the sub- 
scription of the 10,000/. loyalty loan ?—*I am unac- 
quainted who gave directions respecting* that loyalty, 
at least I have no recollection of that, and I do not 
find that it passed through me, or by my orders. 

Gan you recollect whether the first instalment that 
was paid for that loyalty, was not paid out of the 
private funds belonging to Lord Melville ? — It may 
have been so, but I do not recollect the drcum- 
stance. 

You stated, that you had paid several instalments 
from time to time upon that loyalty stock'?— ^I have, 
' Was it at any time communicated to Lord MclviHc, 
whilst these payments were making out, out of what 
funds those advances were mjfde? — Never; I believe 
they were made in consequence of demands which 
were made upon Lord Melville, arid which I satisfied 
without any instructions from his lordship. 

Can you recollect about whi(A period it was, that 
the last of those payments in respect of this io^qoo/. 
loyalty was made? — I do not; but my accounts with 
Mr. Cbutts must show it. 

Do you remember the year? — I have na recol- 
lection of it. : ' 

Do you recollect whether it was abourStptembcr 
1 797 ? — r have no recollccdon of it. 
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Do you recollect, that soon after the last instalments 
were paid upon that account*, securities were given by 
Lord Melville, and a power of attorney for the sale 
of that and all his other stocks, to secure the repay- 
ment of what was due ? — I perfectly recollect the 
eircilmstance. 

Did those securities cover an ample fund for the 
re-payment of all those sums which had been ad- 
vanced upon that account ? — They did. 

You stated, that you directed stock to the amount 
of 7,000/., 3 per cents to be purchased for Lord Mel- 
ville 5 was that purchase made by any directions from 
Lord Melville of 7^000/. three per cents? — It was 
made without any directions from his lordship. 

How came thit purchase to be made without any 
directions from Lord Melville? — I made it in the 

Eneral management of Lord Melville's affairs ; I 
licve a siim of money had come into my hand at 
that time for his lordship, and I thought it was proper 
to invest it in some manner to produce an interest to 
his lordship. 

Is it to be understood, that funds had come into 
your hands, which before that time had been carrying 
a productive interest to Lord Melville? — I believe 
they had, either previously or a few days afterwards; 
oiie of the payments was I think upon a^bill, which 
might not have been due upon the very day I made 
the purchase, but I believe the bill had come into my 
hands previous to my making the purchase. 

Was any precise communication ever made to Lord 
Melville, respecting the mode in which that purchase 
had been made, or any particulars respecting it? — I 
probably naentioned it, when I presented my accounts 
to him i but I do not recollect any particular conver- 
sation that I had with his lordship on the subject. 

You have stattd that Lord Melville indignantly 
rejected the offer of applying the -public money to the 
purchase o( India stocik, and you then proposed to 
furnish him with the money, by procuring it of a 
relation ?— I did. 
Was that relation's name mentioned to Lord Mel-. 



67 

ville? — I mentioned my relation's name ; it was Mr. 
Montague Lind. 

Was any security ever demanded of Lord Melville 
in respect to the loan that had been made for that 
purchase of stock? — None, because I had repre- 
sented to his lordship, that I thought I could procure 
it on the security of the stock being vested in the 
person's name of whom I should borrow the money. 

Was the stock after its purchase transferred as a 
security to cover the money that was advanced for the 
purchase of it ? — It was not in fapt, it was invested in 
Mr. Lind's name for my account. 

Did it ever stand in the name of Lord Melville ?— * 
It never did. 

At first you stated, that the amount of the interest 
for the money borrowed for this purchase exceeded 
the dividend? — I believe it to have done so. 

When that was the case, was Lord Melvilje charged 
with the diiFercnce ?— He was regularly charged with 
the interest, and got credit by the dividends whatever 
they were. 

Then at that time was he not an annual. loser by 
the purchase of that stock? — I believe his lordship to 
have been so, inasmuch as the interest exceeded the 
dividends. 

When this purchase was made of East India ^tock, 
whether the prospect was an immediate rise, or that in 
the course of time it would rise ?— Hi§ lordship cer*» 
tainly alluded to a distant prospect, from the pro* 
gressive state of the affairs of India towards pros* 
perity. - 

Whether Lord Melville ever knew that the person 
who advanced this money was any other person than 
Mr. Lind, until after the publication of that fact in the 
Tenth Report, or from the late inquiries?— I never 
thought it necessary to inform his lordship of. it, and 
I have no reason to believe that he ever knew it. 

Have you the least reason to believe that Lord 
Melville knew or supposed any part pf th^t advance 
to be public money? — I have no reason whatever* 

You spoke to two sums, one respecting Sir WiUiam 
Forbes and Co., the other to Mansfield and Co. ; thQ 

Fa 
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one of 2,oob/., the other of 3,300/., have you any re- 
collection of the funds, from whence those two sums 
came, or any thing respecting them ? — I have none 
whatever, excepting what I gather from an exa- 
mination of Mr. Coutts's books, from which I see 
that they were advances from his account, and from 
my own letters. 

Have you any reason to doubt, but that the pay- 
ments made upon that subject were repaid out of the 
private funds of Lord Melville ? — I have no reason to 
doubt it ; as there were frequent payments subsequent 
to that, and they went in reduction of the general ac- 
count in which those sums were included. 

You were asked whether Lord Melville at any time 
imposed any restrictions upon you with respect to the 
quantums of your drafts from the Bank, or specified 
what were to be the limits of them under either head ; 
it is wished to ask, whether my Lord Melville ever 
said any thing to you upon thie subject ? — Never ; the 
subject was never mentioned. 

You were interrogated respecting a million of money 
that was once drawn from the bank ; was that circum- 
stance known to Lord Melville ? — I am persuaded I 
never communicated the circumstance to Lord Mel- 
ville ; whether he may have learnt it from other quarters 
or-not, I do not know, as I never made any secret of 
it, but mentioned it frequently. 
• What was that drawing of money to that largi 
amount ?-^It «vas the amount of several months navy 
biHs that were directed to be paid off at the time, for 
which a sum of upwards of three millions was issued 
to me upon one particular day, and I chose to draw 
one million from the Bank, and put it into the hands- 
of Goutts and Co. in order to accommodate the bill 
holders at the west end of the town ; and when the 
Wlls were presented a few days afterwards, and which^ 
intern>ediate-time- was necessary, from the business of 
the Navy Officci in which they calculated the interest- 
upon th<ker bills when they were presented, I drew as 
the bill holders preferred my drafts upon Coutts* bank 
in discharge of their bills, or upon the Bank* 

i How long was it before it was all paid a>vay f — I 
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think it was five or. six days. before the interest wife 
calculated at the office, and all arrangements madei 
before the bills began to be* presented ; but after they 
began to be presented, I fancy it was paid as close up 
to the balance as other payments of the navy, in thfc 
course of a very few days afterwards ; there is always 
j» sum that remains unclaimed. 

Have you been m^uoh conversant with figures, arid 
made them much the subject of attention ? — I hfave. 

Was n6t the whole business of the accounts,, both 
of the office, and all the privatse accounts of Lord 
Melville, left ent^rely in your managiem«nt ? — ^The 
whole of the public accounts were left entirely in my 
management, and such of his private accovmtsr » 
Were put under my management. 

You have been asked as to your own use of th* 
public money removed from the Bank to Messrs. 
Coutts ; you are understood to say that you made n^ 
of it in point of fact for your own benefit?— -I cer- 
tainly made use of that part, which I found was not 
likely to be claimed, for my own profit. 

In what mode was that made use of? — Generally 
by lending it at interest; at other times by investing 
it in exchequer or navy bills or other govefnmerit 
gecurities. 

Was that to a very considerable amount ?-— It was. 

Were the whole profit and emolument derivedfrbm 
that mode of laying out the money, which you havef 
described entirely you own ?— -Entirely, 

Was any intimation or knowledge ever communi* 
cated to Lord Melville of the public mondy halving 
been so used ?-— I never made any sucb comrnuftica- 
tion to lord Melville, 

Whether, during the period tHat you have^spok'eri 
of having actedas paymaster to Lord Melville, and 
while those transactions were going on, the public ser- 
vice of the navy at any time suflFered the smallest loss,* 
disadvantage, or interruption, in consequence of the 
transaction you have spoken of ?-^-I do not knc^ any 
instance wherein the public have suffered any^ loss,- 
obstruction, or delay in the public payments, fr6m 
the. use' that ha^ been made of public moneys, or 
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the mtaner in which I kept my balances elsewhere 
than in the Bank. 

Was the public money at all times safe, and were 
pmper securities taken for it at all those times? — I 
believe it at all times to have been so. 

Was there any one circumstance happened, during 
the period of Lord Melville's executing this office, that 
should have called his attention from any interruption 
the public service received during any part of the 
period, to the use that was makmg of the public 
noney ? — ^I never heard of any. 

Whether, during the period of Lord Melville's exe- 
cuting his office, sums, to the amount of a hundred 
and twenty millions, did not pass through his lord- 
ship's hands, or through his office ? — More or less, i 
beheve so. 

During all that time, was there a loss sustained by 
the public, or any impediment suflFered by them of 
oile single farthing? — Not in consequence of the tran- 
jactions wich have been particularly alluded to, to the 
best of my recollection. 

You spoke of some regulation approved and adopt- 
ed by Lord Melville j were those regulations calcu- 
Wed to increase the balance in the hands of the 
paymaster or treasurer, or directly the reverse ?"-I do 
not think they had any influence either one way or the 
other J it was nacrely a different piode of making up 
the accounts. 

It is meant those regulations that were made by 
which seamen were enabled to make allotments for 
the-maintenance of their families in their absence, or 
to facilitate the receipt of money due to them ?—- 
Whether reguladfcnsuo that effect were not niade, and 
whether the effect of them did not lend to reduce, and 
not increase the balances ?— Certainly j I thought the 
learned counsel alluded %o the regulations I proposed 
to his lordship in 1782. . 

At what period in 1802 did Mr. Bathurst alter the 
mode of making the payments in future ?-t^I am not 
^le to state that. 

Was it in June ?— rl do not know. 

lYheth^r that alteration yffzs not entirely mad^ to ob^ 
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viate any inconvenience of a similar nature in future, 
before any inquiry had taken place before rtie com- 
missioners of naval inquiry ; whether the evil was not 
remedied before that inquiry ? — ^^I believe it was. 

Has that course been continued ever since ? — ^It 
has, to the best of my knoNvledge. 

What is that remedy which has been adopted ? — 
That the money shall remain in the bank until wanted 
for payment, as nearly as possible. 

Is the money remaining in the bank to be written 
off from one account to the other account? — Instead 
of drawing the money to Messrs. Coutts* housr, and 
issuing to the sub-accountants from that account, the^ 
money is made over to one of the sub*accountanf s 
account at the bank, and he draws himself upon that 
account. The whole difference is, that the money re- 
mains in the sub-accountant's account at the bank, 
instead of the sub-accountant's account at Messrs. 
Coutts. 

Does it then in cgnsequence of this alteration be- 
come a private account, kept with the bank with each 
sub-accountant, when a certain account is written off 
to the credit of the sub-accountant ? — I believe that 
the accountant has a perfect controul over the ac- 
count J I do not know what constitutes it a public 
account, further than being kept in the bank. 

Then after the credit is written over from the trea- 
surer's account to each sub-accountant's account, each 
sub -accountant has the power of drawing out the 
money as he shall want it, or as he shall think fit ?•— 
He has as much the controul over it as he had when 
the. money was put into his name in his account at Mr. 
Coutts', as far as I understand. 

If no permission had been given at all of drawing 
from the bank to Coutts's bank, as a place of tempo- 
rary deposit, whether all the same use might not have 
been ma 1e of the public money, by drafts in the same 
way at the bank ? — Certainly, but it might have been 
considered a greater dereliction of my duty. 

Whether the same use might not have been made 
of the public money being laid out for private benefit, 
without its reaching in the intermediate transit of it 
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any private- bank ? — That is exactly the question X 
answered before, that I think it might be made use 
of in exacUy the same manner, but that if I had done 
so, I think it might be considered as a still greater. 
diFeHctibn' of duty. 

Whether the small payments that are daily made in* 
this great departtnent,. the navy department, can be 
made any otherwise, than by cash in thehands of the 
sub-accountants P—rt do not apprehend it to be pos- 
sible; and*Iam told the present treasurer attempted 
ib, and could not carry it into execution. 

Is the amount of those payments, and the number 
ofithem that are daily made, such as could not with 
aijr posaible practical convenience be ma^de by drafts. 
upon the bank ? — ^It certainly could not be done by 
aoy means in my opinion. 

How low in point of value do some, of those pay- 
ments go ?— Certainly as low as one shilling, some of 
them. 

Are they very numerous under lo/. or a/., or even 
»/; in va/lue?— I believe there are many thousands 
made monthly lower, than lo/. and even lower than 2/. 
State as nearly as you can, as to what was the ave- 
rage amount of money due to the payees of assigned 
bills ? — I never had occasion to make a calculation of 
the avera^, excepting once, and then I was assisted 
by the then treasurer of the navy, Mr: Canning, and 
we found it averaged for a considerable number of 
years, about 14,3,000/* 

What do you mean by a balance of that nature be- 
ing due to the payees of assigned bills ? — ^It is the 
amount of bills, which the several boards have drawn 
upon the treasurer of the navy, and which have been 
ptit into Ae hands of the persons who are entitled 
to receive them, but who have not demanded the pay- 
ment of them ; the treasurer in that situation stands 
exactly m the situation of a banker, in which a ba- 
lance wcrues in consequence of unclaimed demands 
upon him. 

When bills are drawn upon the treasurer, is the list 
of the bill» so drawn communicated to the treasurer? 
-*-A4ist isseirt from the board of the biUs which they 
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^»ign.upon the treasurer for that day^ bjr which the 
treasurer understands he is to be prepared to make 
payment of bills to that amount; but bills to that 
amount seldom or never come in all together,^ the 
whole amount is not generally presented for some 
time, by- which means an aggregate bajance is formed 
and created, which lies unclaimed in the treasurer's 
hands. 

From the moment that list is communicated, to the 
treasurer, is it the course of the office to credit hi$ 
account or the amoynt of the bills that are; so drawn ? 
— It is the course of the navy office, and of the dif- 
ferent offices whose boards draw upon the treasurer of 
the navy, to give the treasurer credit for the full 
amount of those assignments. 

Are those bills payable at sight, the instant they are 
presented? — They are, excepting the ninety day bills, 
which arc never presented till the day they are due. 

Are all the other bills payable to the payees at sight? 
— They are. 

Is it competent to them to call and recciye money 
whenever they think fit ? — It is. 

If any delay takes place, or any balance remains 
unclaimed for any period of time, is that entirely the 
act of the holders of the bills ?:^It depends entireljr 
upon the holders of the bills, or upon other causes not 
dependant upon the treasurer of the navy. 

Is the fund that is thus assigned considered as re- 
served for their use during thatinterval ? — I understand 
that admits of different opinions ; it is certainly my^ 
opinion that it is the property of the holders^ of th^ 
bills. 

From the moment the list is received of th? bills 
assigned, you are understood to say, that the treasurer » 
must be ready to satisfy them when called for? — Htf 
qertainly may be called upon. I beg to explain, that 
I have said, there never has been any delay of a pay- 
ment of a navy or victualling bill , but there i* another 
description of bills, which are not called navy or vic- 
tualling bills, which I did not advert to at that'time. 
All navy, or victualling bills are drawn assignable out 
of a eertain sum of money received at the exchequer j 
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as long ZR that fund lasts the bills are drawn from that 
fund ; but there is another description of bills, not to 
a great amount, which are drawn upon the general 
fund of wages, without specifying any particular sum ; 
and when the fund under the head or wages has been 
low, the navy board have thought proper to desire the 
treasurer to cease making payments or those bills until 
a supply under the head of wages should be received 
from the treasury. 

Does that delay in any respect proceed from any 
act either of the treasurer's or his paymaster ?— Not iii 
any degree whatever. 

You have been asked, upon drafts made in the 
name of the Right Honourable Henry Dundas, Mr. 
Dundas, and Henry Dund^is, have you discovered in- 
stances which lead you to l3elicv(? that the name of 
Mr. Dundas was sometimes inserted when the money 
was not for him, nor applied to his use ? — I do not 
recollect having discovered any such instances ; they 
were generally to his use, or collaterally for his use. 

Whether you have not found instances of money 
being directed to be paid in the name of Mr. Dundas, 
wbicb in point of fact was not so applied? — I have 
found instances wher^o the mpney was not directly 
paid to Mr, Dundas ; but I have found no instances 
wherein the money was not in sonj^ njcasure or other 
connected with Mr. Dundas. 

There is an instance on the 24tb of July 1789, to 
casih paid Henry Dundas 1,764/. i8j. io</. ?— That. 
was a transfer in one of my own accounts to the other; 
the same sum was advanced to Lord Melville in two 
different sums, and charged to him in my other accounts 
with.Messrs. CouttSi so that it cam? doubly charged 
to Mr. Dundas. 

Poyou recollect any entry of this nature!, " To the 
Right Honourable Henry Dundas. act of parliament 
account, or pay Henry Dundas account Q,,^<:>o/.*^ 
Whether instances do not occur of entries of that 
kind which,^ in fact were never paid to Mr, Dundas, 
or on his accouut ?-^There are entries of that descrip* 
tion, but they are very different from, pay Mr. Dui^- 
da3 5 they are, pay Mr. Dundas's new account, which 
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means that they were paid into his new account at the 
bank, or paid into his first account, in which case they 
are paid into his first account at the bank ; there his 
nanfae is made use of without his having any connection 
with the money. 

Whether there are not entries to the same ieSect, 
where it is not the act of parh'ament account, or the 
jiew account, but simpliciter Henry Dundas, or the 
Right Honourable Henry Dundas, without any ad- 
dition ? — I am unable to explain that, unless I knew 
the specific entries ; I should rather apprehend that 
they went to the credit of his account, at the same 
house upon which I drew- 

You are understood to have stated that release to 
have been executed by you in London ? — Yes. 

Was Lord Melville at that time in Scotland ?— He 
was. 

Were any directions given by Lord Melville as to 
the form that release, or any particular clause it should 
contain ? — None whatever, to the best of my recol- 
lection. 

An accdunt has been given of your having destroy- 
ed fome books of account ; whether any one b©ok of 
that sort was destroyed by any direction, or any pre- 
vious communication of it to Lord Melville r — None 
whatever. 

Was that circumstance ever known, to your know- 
ledge or belief, to Lord Melville, till after the publi* 
cation of the tenth report ?— I do not know that his 
lordship ever was acquainted with it before that time ; 
but I only speak from knowledge, because I may have 
communicated it to his lordship sooner. I do not 
recollect the particular time when 1 communicated it 
to his lordship. 

Are you quite sure that it was long after the books 
were in fact destroyed, that the circuiftstance was 
communicated to JLord Melville ?-^-Perfectly so. 

Was the mode in which you kept your account with 
Mr. Coutts, and the mixture or private and public 
mojiey, entirely your own act, without any knowledge 
of Lord Melville ?-*-It was an act entirely my oiyn, 
?md J^rd Melville nev^r had any knowledge whatever 
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of the manner in which I kept my account at Mr. 
Coutts's. 

Whether the destruction of the books of account 
by you was done in the least for any purpose of con- 
cealment or benefit to my Lord Melville ? — I had not 
X-ord Melville's interest in contemplation at the time I 
destroyed the books. 

Had you any money transactions with Mr. Sprot ? — 
1 have had considerable transactions with Mr. Sprot. 

Were any one of those transactions ever communis 
fated to Lord Melville ; or was eyer the least benefit 
derived to his lordship from them ?'-I do not believe 
that Lord Melville ever had the smallest knowledge 
of my transactions with. Mr/ Sprot j nor did he cferive 
any advantage from them. 

State, generally, without entering into detail, whether 
the use which yoii made of that public money to your 
own emolument was to a very considerable amount ?— 
It certainly was to what I call a considerable amount. 

Was it a use made commonly from month to month? 
-r-Tt was. 

You. were understood before, to have stated, that the 
whole benefit derived from all that use of the public 
money that went on from month to month, was exclu- 
sively your own?— All excepting the sums which I 
have stated to have been advanced by Lord Melville j 
upon which, I do not know that any profit was made, 
excepting as far as I have explained. 

Was not the difference between the bank balance 
^nd the official balance created by money drawn by 
you from time to time from the bank, for the purposes 
you have before, ftated ? — The whole was included in 
mat difference. 

At the time Lord Melville went out of office in 1800, 
were there more balances due upon the ex-treasurer's 
account of 1782, the first treasurership, and the first 
part of the second treasurership ,• did they, together, 
amount to more than io,ooo2. ? — I think they each 
exceeded 5,000/,, consequently, they must have col-' 
lectively exceeded 10,000/.: but only a few hundreds. 
It was about 11,000/., I believe. 
• Had any part of that sura> during all that period^i^ 
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been ever wanted for the public service? — Certainly 
not, to the best of toy recollection. 
* Was there, to your knowledge or belief, any dfelay 
in passing the accounts of the ex-treasurers, so as to 
retain that balance in their hands? — There was a 
great delay in passing the accounts, but not ^iC all 
proceeding from the treasurer or the paymaster. 

What was the cause of that delay?— From the 
necessity of a co-operation between the clerks of the 
navy office and the pay office ; the navy office had 
thought proper to withdra>y their clerks from the 
business of making up the accounts of the ex-trca* 
suirer, in order to send them to the out-ports, and 
otherwise to disperse them in the current business of 
the office i and the treasurer found himself under the 
necessity of doing the same things. 

Was Lord Melville, if these obstacles had not oc- 
curred, at all times ready to pass his accounts ?^— The 
passing the accounts, I understand to be the mak-« 
ing up the accounts, which did' not depend upou* 
Lord Melville. f* 

Whether the quantum of the balance issued to. the* 
treasurer, at any time, depended in the least upon an/ 
act either of Lord Melville or hjs paymaster? — Cer-i 
tainly not. 

Was any one act, at any one periods during, the 
whole time of Lord Melville's treasurershipi done byt 
either hirti or his paymaster, to augment those ba**; 
lances ? — It was not in the power of either of usf to 
augjnent the balantes, by any act that we could have 
done, and consequently neither of us ever, to myl 
knowledge, committed any act so as to produce that: 
effect. ,• 

During the whole period was the actual quantum of 
official balance fairly and properly communicated to 
the boards? — The office returned accounts every' 
fortnight to the diflferent boards, in which the bajance' 
of the treasurer was stated, and they were regujrariy: 
made acquainted with it. 
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Re-examined ly the Managers. 

Whether Lord Melville ever transacted any part of 
the business of the Pay Office, or gave any directions 
whatever concerning it ? By business, is meant the 
official business of the payments and receipts ? — I was 
going to make that distinction ; tbac in the actual ex- 
ecution of business Lord Melvijle seldom or ever inter- 
fered ; but he paid attention at all times to the repre- 
sentations of difficult cases, and proposals that were 
made for improving the business of the office. 

Were any representations ever made to him con- 
cerning the office payments or receipts, in the ordi- 
nary course of business of the office, and not with a 
view to any new regulations? — ^In the ordinary course, 
of the office no communications were made to Lord 
Melville ^ but in any extraordinary cases, such as I 
thought it was necessary to represent to Lord Mel- 
ville, I did not fail to do so. 

Of what nature were those cases ? — ^There are such 
variety that I can scarce mention them ; but if any 
J^erson made a claim that he was not strictly entitled 
to, or that some doubt had arisen upon it, if Lord 
Melville was near the office, 1 commonly applied to 
him to know what I ought to do upon such an oc- 
casion, 

Did yoUi on these occasions, submit the books of 
the office to his lordship ? — If the cases required it I 
did. 

Did such cases often occur ? — ^Very seldom. 

Did you ever pay any money into the hands of Lord 
Melville personally ? — I do not recollect having done 
so. I may have paid his salary once, or small sums 
pf 20/^ but I do not recollect any particulars respect- 
ing it. 

Did you ever receive from Lord Melville any monej^ 
into your own hands which required a receipt?— -I 
have received money from Lord Melville, blit I do 
not recollect ever having given his lordship a receipt. 

To what amount were these sums which so passed 
from hand to hand from the treasurer .to the pay- 
master ?-^I have only an impression upon my mind 
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that I have received considerable sums from Lord 
Melville, but do not recollect the particulars of any. 

The last question applied to payments made to 
Lord Melville ? — I beg to have the question repeated, 
as I misunderstood it. 

Did you ever pay to Lord Melville personally any 
sums of money which required a receipt from his 
lordship? — I do not think I ever paid any sums so 
large as to require a receipt, excepting that I paid his 
salary in one instance : I find his lordship received it, 
and then he would sign the office receipt for his 
salary. 

Did he sign such an office receipt ? — The virhole is 
but a faint impression upon my mind. If I presented 
it for his signature, no doubt he signed it ; but I do 
not recollect the particulars. 

, You stated that Lord Melville was inattentive to his 
private affairs ; before that you stated that Lord 
Melville actually signed all the private accounts pre- 
sented to him ; did those accounts contain'a history of 
your private money transactions ? Did you give a pro- 
per account of the history of those private transactions'^ 
in the accounts so delivered to Lord Melville, which 
he was in the course of signing ?-^I did. 

Did Lord Melville always sign them ?— I do not re- 
collect any instance to the contrary. 
' Was the bond which was stated yesterday io have 
been givenf for 4,000/. in an early part of your con- 
nection with the Treasurer of the Navy, given up of 
kept by you?— I believe it was given up and de- 
stroyed. It is so many years ago, that I do not re-, 
collect exactly what became of it : 1 believe it was 
given up. ^ 

Upon what occasion was it given to Lord Melville? 
— ^From payments having been made upon that ac^- 
count which exceeded that 4,000/. in which case I 
did not think it was proper to keep the bond. 

Was the account stated and balanced accurately at 
the precise time at which the bond was given up?— 
I believe it was not : I do not recollect that it was. 

Is the court to understand, that the account current 
of a sam, in which account that bond applied, and 
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which sum formed the first item of that account, was 
still an open account current at the time the bond was 
given up ? — I belive it was. 

When Lord Melville gave orders or directions to 
you to pay money on his account, did he specify at all 
out of what fund that money was to be paid ?— •! do 
not recollect any instance in which his lordship so 
specified. 

Was there any difference in the Mode af Lord 

Melville's application to you at the times when he 

wished ipbney to be debited to him in the account 

' current, and at the times in which he wished money 

to be debited to him in the chest account. 

Xhe question was objected to, by the counsel for 
the Viscount Melville. 

Question by Managers. -^Did Lord Melville ever make 
any distinction in his mode of application to you, 
when you were to debit his account in one or the other 
Way ? — In manner, I conceive his lordship did. 

What was his manner or mode of speaking and ad- 
dressing you at the time that you understood he 
wished to have money debited in the account current. 

The question was objected to, by the counsel for 
the V;scount Melville. 

The Managers for the Commons and the Counsel 
were informed, that to put the question whether Lord 
Melville ever did direct aiiy money to be debited to his 
€hest account, would be a fit preliminary question. 
. Question by Managers, — Did Lord Melvijle by any 
' words,. or any mode suggest, or in any way ever con- 
vey to you an intimation, that he wished a certain sum 
of money advanced to him, should be debited to him 
tjSL his account current ? — I can only speak in general 
terms, as diiSerent circumstances would of course ^at- 
fend different payments upon that account, and in 
speaking in those general terms, I say his lordship 
would probably enter into an explanation of monies 
which he expected to receive soon, and under that 
impression he requested me to accommodate hirn 
with a sum, they seldom were large sums, until such 
times as payments came iato his^ hands y^ I x)nly speak 
that in general terms. 
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^ Whkn such. re<|*ie8t had been conveyed to vou, to 

'which of these two accounts you have stated to be 
opened between Lord Melville and yourself, was that 
iBoney debited ? — ^The account current. 
. Was there, any other mode of application described 
in the way I- before described to you, when Lord 
Melville wished, it to be debited to any other ao- 
count ? — I can to this question also only answer in 
general terms, his lordship generally required that 
such a sum of money should be paid without coming 
to any explanation with me at all upon the subject. 

Was that requisition which you are now alluding to, 
in the nature of a command from Lord Melville to 
you for that purpose ?— -I considered it as such. 

Did you ever make any remonstrance upon the 
magnitude' of any sum that was advanced to Lord 
Melville, or on his account, that was afterwards car- 
ried to the chest account? — I never did, because it 
never . interfered with the convenience of the office, 
as a much, greater sum than Lord Melville ever 
conjimanjded under those circumstances, might have 
been sp^ed from the unclaimed balances. 

Did you ever hold any conversation with Lord 
Melville> on the situation which he held in the Navy 
Pay Office, expressive of your gratitude for having 
been placed in chat situation ? . 

Could any body have drawn the money , from 
Coutts's which was placed there by you, except your- 
self, or some person vested with your special autho- 
rity ? — If appears to me, that this is a matter more 
for the determination of Mr. Couttsthan myself j as 
I do pot know what Mr. Coutts would have done 
under the circumstances of a person unauthorized 
presenting a draft, 

. Supposing any^ third person, unauthorised by you, 
had presented a draft for paynient upon Coutts, and 
if Coutts had debited you in your account for such 
unauthorised payments by. him,, should you have con- 
ceived Mr. Coutts had acted honestly or properly by 
you ?--rThat depends entirely upoa dkc circumstances 
which iiad accompanied the transacjtion j I should 
certainly think that JV|r. Coutts had dpii^ me a fa vow 



^jy granting it tb feirfain pcopfe uh^fcr ^ftfein tkua- 
'tions when I should have been verj^ miidi sarprised 
"tat It in other situations. 

J Could any body have received your money fro» 
'Mark Sprot, Montague Lind, atad -others, unless 
vested with your sjiecial authority excepting yourself ? 
**-I conceive the sanie answer to «pply to fhiscase, 
'that I have given to the case of money supposed to 
iiavc been demanded from Mr. Coutts. 

Could any body have had the power t)f sellkig ^r 
changing the securities taken by you for publie 
•money, unless specrfic^lly apprized by you?— -Mr. 
Thomas Wilson had a general authority from me. 

.Had any other persons?— I believe not; I do -not 
recojlect^ny other. 

Hadihe frcasurdr off the Navy bimspdf^^ny gtf^tt 
authority, vesting him with the power* of coiitrouHftg 
your private monies, or the securities-' taken by you on 
■account of these private or public rfionies ?*-— None. 

Did Lord Mdville repay the money to you With 
which lyOOol. East India Stock in 1702 was ptir* 
chafed, or. did that money form a part or the account 
current between you, tlil the -final close of 'that -ac- 
count in theyear i8ao ; the East India Stock bbught 
feeing 2,000/. and the .purchase money 4,600/. ?-^I 
placed that sum to the debit of Lord Melville's ac- 
count current, and I believe every man of business 
must know, that when payments are nmde upon that 
account current, it is impossible to say wliat particular 
sum was so paid. 

Whether there was any specific sum of money ap- 
propriated by Lord MebiHe to the discharge of that 
Specific sum?-^I do not recollect any. 

If all the monev had been according to the di* 
rections of the a5th of the King, and such an rmpro^ 
bable event had taken place as the failure of the 
bank, should you have considered yourself responsible 
for the money so left in the Bank of England, accord-^ 
ing tp the act <rf parliament ?i— I should ijot. 
' And if Messrs. Coutts should have became mSbl* 
veht,'shoultf you have considered yourself as respon* 
sible'fdrthe use'df the sum l05t by that feilure ?— I 



ctmfm I sh««ld> tlKWigh Ho6kfeda]|)tfft the efrdHh^ 
slance impossible. ^ 

Supposing Such a ^trf Improbable eVeiA as thfc 
failure of Coutts' house had taken place, had yoli Hi 
that time any fortune of your own> by which yoti might 
have made good such a sum i^^That depewds ^tttirel^ 
upon the balance that was in Mr. Coutts' hands tit that 
time. 

Supposing the balance had antouftfcd to ^b^dobfi 
had yoTi any such probability In such at case of re- 
paying it ? — Until very late years I do not think thstt 
I had a fortune that could have mad* good that loss ; 
of late years I could have made good that loss, as mf 
^fortunt exceeds h by perhaps ten or fifteen thoiJsAnd 
pounds, and no more. 

Whisn you came into the Navy Pay bfiice, ^hat 
was your private fortune, exclusive of your salary ? 

Wh^t was your fortune, independent bf your salary,. 
at the time of your appointment to the offic* of pay- 
master to the treasurer of the navy ?-^I do iiot recol-" 
kct accurately, but ctrtatnly not great ; riot' perhapls' 
exceeding one or two thousand pbarids. *^ 

Have you had aifiy great accuniulation of^ fortfilne 
hj vhf e^veht irtdeper&ant of yout situation as pay-^ 
maitei^ of the naVy?-^I have had corisidcmble acqtit- 
mtions by inheritance. 

To what amount? — I* was going to explain. It 
was considerable m proportion to thy fortune, akhorugh 
ft may not be st> in thi eyes of many people. I sup- 
pose sbmcv^here betvveen six and seven thoasknti- 
j^unds. , 

Is thattTieextdntofyouraccumulatibnof ftntune,* 
independant bf i*^at,ybu derived ift onfe way ot othet 
from the navy pay offici?-^! aisA had ah a'cqWsitlbtf 
(rf fortune, «mall I mu^t confess, by marriage.' 
• To %vhat amount .^-^I suppose about three tMUL-^ 
sand pounds. 

^ Wheffdid this acqutsitfott by your toiAriage taker 
place ? — Part of it upon my marriage in tW year 

-•When did the other acquisitiotts take pliatie^, of tJi*' 
largest quantity of them ?— At the deatn of ftl/bW- 

pz 
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tb^Sywbich was about— Ijaip totally ifi^t to an^er 
thecjuestion, from not being able to make up my 
mina as to tbe distance of time ; it might be eight or 
ten years a^o. 

What might your acquisition be upon that occa- 
sion ?— I inherited by one the sum of five thousand 
pounds. 

How much by the other ? — I cannot tell how much, 
because it Came into my hands at different times. 
. Was it as much as five thousand pounds? — It was 

! Was it a$ much as. three thousand pounds? — It 
may be, buj I do not know. 

Are you, in . Posijsession of any landed property ?— I 
am. 

Is Lord Melville acquainted with that fact ? — I be- 
lieve he is. 

Was he acquainted with that fact at the time the 
acquisition of landed property took place, or there- 
abouts ? — I purchased my land at four or five different 
times ^ I do not know that his lordship was. ac- 
quainted with eaph purchase. 

Was Lord Melville generally acquainted that you 
bad become a man of landed property ip Scotland? 
-^I presume he wasi for although it is not a great pur- 
cha^, yet it is not so insignificant, as to have escaped 
his lordship's notice. 

. What do you conceive to be the amount of your 
property at this moment ?-— I had occasion, about a 
y^ar agp, to make up a statement of my property ; 
and at that time, 1 valued it at what I considered to 
be & very fair valuation, at about 51,000/. or 52,000/. j 
but it was so invested, as not to produce me an in- 
come of more than 1,200/. per annum. 

Has the salary of the paymaster of the naVy been 
increased considerably since you were originally ap- 
^pointed to it?— Ithas. 
. To what amount? — To the sum of 800/. per 
annum. 

Did that increase take place before Lord Melville 
left the office in the year 1800 ?— It took place at that 
very time, I believe. 
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Did It take place at the time, or immediately after 
Lord Melville left the office ? — I do not know whe-i 
ther the first payment of my salary commenced before 
or after. 

Did it take place before the ist of January 1800?— 
I believe not. 

Whether drafts upon the bank of England are, in 
your estimation, effects as valuable as drafts upon the 
house of Mr. Coutts ? — It depends upon who makes 
the drafts, I take it. 

Supposing always, that the person who makes those 
drafts upon the one or the other has effects in the 
hatids or that one or other person, and that he does 
not exceed in drawing the sum for which he haJ 
credit. Supposing you have 10,000/. in the batik, 
and 10,000/. in the hands of Mn Coutts, and you 
were to give a draft to one person for 5,000/. on the 
. bank, and to another for 5,ooo/. on Mr. Coutts, should 
you think your draft on the bank would be aViswered 
as readily as the draft on Mr. Coutts ?— I should cer* 
tainly consider it of equal value. 

You have stated in answer to a question upon the 
cross-examination of the learned counsel, who asked 
you, whether the Navy pay office had been removed 
during your paymastership, from Broad Street in the 
vicinity of the bank, to Somerset Place, which is at a 
greater distance from the bank, what were the usual 
official hours, while you were paymaster, according to 
the common routine of business, when business began 
in the morning, and when it ceased in the afternoon ? 
»— From ten till four o'clock were the hours of at- 
tendance! but the payments, I believe stopped 
sooner. 

At what hour did the payments stop ?— **I believe 
generally at two ; but as I was not in the habit of 
making payments myself, I speak from the general 
habit of the office. 

Do you know at what hour of the day payments 
cease at the bank of England ? — I do not know. 

Did you confine your use of the public money to 
such sums only as were wanted for official convq-. 
nience ?— I do not comprehend the c|uestion, ! 



You stated upon your cross-rt Kaimfiatji»n, \ht% the 
average balance of thre assigned and unclainBed m^nty 
ijH^as about 143,000/. ; did you confine yourself at aU 
times to the use of the sum of 143,000/. only ?-?-- 1 
did^ not 5 that is to say, I had greater sums out of the 
bank, and in Mr Coutts's hands, and elsewhei:^. 

When these sums were sq out frorn the t)fci1p» did 
you always take care to have the larger p^tt of th^m 
)n the bands of Mr. Coqttf for the p^r^yose of an* 
swering official demands ?— I hav^ stated* that th^ 
whole of it, a^ f^r as I can recollect, passed through 
Mr. Coutts^s hand 5 but I do not meap to say> tha5 it 
fepiained in Mr. Coutt's hand till the payment w^s^ i«- 
<juired. 

Did you confiijc yourself to ihf sum^ assigned a!-? 
ways, ill drawing upon the. bank for your ©W|4 pnvatq 
ys6 ?— I did not; / 

Did you ever take any pains to inquire into tho 
average amount of these unassigntd cl^ims^ before 
your calculation with Mr. Canning? — I <s^|)not say I 
ever did. 

. When did that operation of the calculation between 
you and Mr. Canning then take place, or wheriBt 
f bouts ?— About March last year, I presume. 

On what account was' that' calculation made?-- » 
prom the subject having become a matter ^f consi- 
fieration with Mr. Canning. 

Was it a inatteT of consideration with you alse at 
Ithat time ? — I did it more to assist him in his views 
than having any myself. 

Did you always coi)sider the state of your account 
^t Mr. Coutts's when you drew out money for youif 
own purposes ? — I cannot say that I did. I rath€|P 
considered the balance that was in the bank, and con- 
ceiving it to be larger than would probably be de- 
ijriandcd at an earlier period, I withdrew some pwt of 
i^ and put it into the hands of Messrs. Coutt^. 
\ Has your account at M^^^i^^* Coutts's eyier been at 
an average below the unassigned part ?— Very ofeen j 
if have overdrawn Mr. Coutts's hovrse^ 

Have you ever overdrawn that a^^oi^nt ?-ttI haMe. 

Did yoi} ever give ft.df^t Qn the hQUs@ of Cpsffts in 



ftvottrt)f s(ib>aocomitairt6, for atsnaMftr S4im than fmr 
have given upon the bank of fiitgldind fo^ the same 
siib-ac<:oimtant8 ?*-^I* do not recoUect tha* I ever did ; 
but in the mokipliqity of paynients tbae appear ofif 
ihtst accountay I hope I thai h not be urged to make 
^cific answers' to such specific que^tionSi 

Did you ever in your official situation give a pieeetof 
paper of an^ description, a draft upon any body, or 
any house^ purporting tobe a draft for a i^aettpnal o^ 
payment below one pound?— -l do* not re^QoUect that 
CVM" I did. 

Did y(m ^ver-isme so low» a sam in- a^ draft to any of 
your sub-accountants as ioL?*^In^ arranging balances 
m aecouBl of the sub accoiuitants, £ may have doni^so, 
butl^do^not recoHect the citiGunnsmncei 

Did you* ever issue to any of year sub-actouetants 
a- draft of so low a sum as lOA for the purpose of its 
being immediat/ely paid, one of the pay^s having aa 
immediate (d)wm upon that fund ?-««Ido notrecoUec* 
iia^mig'done so.- 

Did you ev^r make payments ta the payees of the 
Bftvy and victuaUing biJls, except through your sub- 
apoountants ?-^I do not thinfc I ever did. 

Did you, when paymaster of the navy, make youf 
issuer daily 'ta the sub-accountants*?— I generally did. 

At What time in the morning did you actually tako 
your seat in the office ?^-I believe I was pretty pane-- 
tual in my attendance, at thi^oilgce at the office hour, 
at ten o'cfo^k^ 

Did the • sul>9Ccountants, upon your taking your 
seaft come with the balances regutorly to you in the 
course^of the office, with signed lists,! coming from the 
navy board for each4ay ?-^Tbef generally did so, but 
l>(9t iiniformly* 

Was it their ordinary routine of duty so to do?^^ 
{t W9§t 

Waa it the practice of the ^y master at that time 
to i$$ue to the sub-accountants drafts for the whole 
©f the inoney which might be elaimed under the as* 
^ignment and Hist Which' was so sent ftom the navy 
e»i9e^?-^J'gcner^:^ isslrfdthe.fiUsvro,' wl^8'4' imm 

©4 
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thtt the ea^hier bad a baknce inhtslitnd bjr tiriiich Ise 
could assist that payment. 

Did you learn from the practice of the office, what 
was likely to be the demand upon the assignments 
which might be claimed, and a list of which was pre- 
sented to you» and regulate your practice accordingly?. 
—^1 did. 

Did you continue in your office liable to be called 
upon by any sub-accountant, to whom you had not 
issued a sufficient sum in the morning, till the hour at 
which the payment ceased in the navy pay office ?— ^ 
I either remained myself, or left some person autbo- 
riacd to carry on that part of my duty. 

Did you> after Mr. Bathurst had directed the re* 
moval of money from Coutts's to the bank, continue 
to regulate your practice and mode of payment by the 
same practice ?— It docs not strike me, that there wa$ 
any considerable deviation, excepting granting a fuller 
$um in the morning than perhaps I jshould have done 
if the account had remained at Mr. Coutt&'s, where I 
could have recourse to a second supply more easily. 

Could you not have had recourse to a second Stupply> 
by drawing upon the bank as much as if the money 
had been at Mr. Coutts's ?— I could not. 

For what nelson ? — From the distance between the 
bank and the pay office. 

Did any interruption or hindrance take place to the 
business of the office, after the money was carried 
back from Messrs. Coutts's to the h^tki — I fore^ 
saw that a hindranpe might occur, and I took care 
to obyiate it, by granting the balances fuller than I 
injght have dope, had it remained at Mr. Coutts's. 

yv^ any payee ever delayed for a monient by the 
money being at the bank ?-r-I do not recollect any in-? 
stance qf it. 

After the money was restored to the bank .by th« 
direction of Mr. Bathiirst, wpre the drafts upon the 
bank drawQ by you in the same form during Mr, 
Bathurst's preasurership ? were th^ drafts npo» the 
bank precisely in the sai^e form'as those drafts had 
been by whigh ygy ^e^y mgney ott| of th^Bitqk of 
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Etiglaod^d piiced k at Mr. Oumfs ?^ bilMreibef 
were. 

.Now with ragard to the 7,oopA three per cent, re-t 
dticed stock) you stated that yqu had received a sum 
of 4,000/., on account of Lord Mclville> and to hi$ 
credit, which you thought proper, without directions 
from Lord Melville, to invest in stock for Lord Mel-t 
viUe^s interest ; at the time you received that 4,000/. 
on Lord Melville's account, with which you purchasedl* 
7,000/. three per cent, reduced annuities for Lord 
Melville's bendit, what w^s the stjate of Lord Mel- 
ville's chest account? on ivhich side was the balance? 
•—I do not recollect that I ever specified that I had 
received a sum of 4,000/. under such circumstances. 

You stated yesterday upcHi your cross-examination, 
that when you purchased 7>ooo/. three per cent, re- 
duced annuities for Lord Melville's benefit, that that 
was an occasion upon which you received 4,000/. upon 
Lord Melville's account, rither from Scotland or else-» 
where ; now it is wished to know whether, at the 
time you so took upon yourself to purchase stock for 
Lord Melville's benefit, the chest account in the first 
instance was or was not in favour of Lord Melville? — « 
Would your lordships wish me, to answer that ques- 
tion heforf J hi^ye ascertained whether I made that 
answer. 

The fcrmer, cjjaestions and answers were then 
refti, 

Now it h wished to ask at the time these valuable^ 
effects of Lord Melville's came into your hands, in 
what state did the t\yo accounts between yourself 
and Lord Melville stand; and it is wii^hed first to 
p<Hat your attention to the chest account, which you in 
every instance have stated to be against Lord Mel- 
ville ? — I hope your lordships will excuse me in re-» 
verting to what I said before, that I do not find tlmt 
thj( sum of 4,oqq/. m^ spfteift^d« 

Was it not a 4,000/. from Mr. Cameron ? — I do not 
recollect the cii<:um$tiince»: 

Wbpn any su^i off inqiicy, which. you designated in 
the way yoij did yesterday, came into your hands, wit^ 
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ifklaH moh umpeeifod as to the amount^ a certaini 
sum of stock was purchased, was Lord Melville's chos* 
account in his favour or against him ?-<- 1 beKovo the 
balance of the chest acoouat at that time scood agatnsb 
fcis lordship. 

Did the account current generally, or usually^ or fop 
the most part during the timeitwas open, stand againsti 
Lord M^lvilte i^^-^It did ; but I do not know wMtbov 
it did at tliat time or Bot* 

You stated yourself y^terday to have been* attiiiKf 
bolder of navy bills during the time* y<Hi weie payNt 
master of the navy.; I am now referring to< ihc se- 
curity of the public money in your hands : wene yoir 
at any' time, during the time you were paymaster of 
tiie navy, a holder of a oenain quantaty q6 navy biils ? 
-*-! have held navy bills, during the time I was. pajiu 
master. 

Do you recollect that you were« holder of a certeiii 
quantity of navy bills at the ticM when they* ftit to a 
discount }^^l believe I held navy* bills at tbe time they 
came to. a discount. 

Did you borrow a sum of money, forthe purposo of 
making official^ payments at the time that navy bills 
wer^so at a discount, that you might keep those bills 
unsold? — As I conceived it to be imaDateriai whefibep 
I paid the public drafts by money taken out of one. 
pocket, or taken ou^ of another, I qsrtainly borsowed 
money at the time that I found I could not sell mf 
navy bills without a loss. 

Did that fact take place, that you made that loan^ 
~-I have reason to- beiieve it* did, akbough I do Jiot 
distinetly recoHect it, ^ • 

Had the sub-accountants of the ^ navy payo^c^a^t 
counts at Messrs, CouttSj at the aame time that yoi| 
bad your account a^ paymastep of the navy ?—- 'Ihev 
bod'. . ^ 

Was it with your approbodqn tiiat cbey hf^d such ao« 
counts ?i — It was* ■ 

Was it also by your recommetidattoo (hat thi^ 
bad those accounts ^~1^ Ixelievo lA'mosti ^stancci) it 
-was; . 
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Was it by'your direction or solicitation that they Had 
those accounts ? — ^I beg to make a distinction between 
direction and solicitation. 

By your solicitatbn ? — ^I very probably might solicit 
it> but not in very humble terms j I mean to say that I 
did not insist upon it. 

Did any one of them express a reluctance to trans* 
ferring his account, or any part of it, from the Bank of 
England to the house of Messrs. Coutts ? — I do not 
recollect that they did ; Mr. George Swafficld has told 
me ^hat he did, but I do not recollect it. 

You. stated yesterday, upon the cross examination of 
the learned counsel, that when the million of money 
was placed in the hands of Messrs. Coutts, that it wa$ 
for the purpose of accommodating the payees at the 
we«t end ot the town : when the million was placed at 
Mr. Coutts's for that purpose, were the payments 
made by your own drafts on Mr. Coutts to each indi- 
vidual payee, or did you issue your drafts to the sub- 
accountants as usual, and the payees resort to them as 
usual for payment } — I stated that as one of the ob* 
jects that I had in view, but I carried on the payments 
in the same manner ; I transferred a sum o^ I think, 
400,000/. in a few days to one accountant, and 40^,000/. 
to another, to their accounts at Mr. Coutts's, and they 
paid the payees of the bills by their own drafts upon 
their own accounts at Mr. Coutts's. 

Was there any difference as to those specific sums» 
or was it not carried on in the same manner as the 
other accounts between you and the sub-accountants ? 
—I do not know any other difference, except in the 
great hurry which took place, which always rendered 
mcMre arrangement necessary. 

Did that arrangement go to supersede the ordinary 
soutine of the office with the sub-accountants ?-i-kdid 
not ; and I do not know that the ordinary routine was 
imerrupted at that time. 

When Mr. Bathurst gave directions to you as pay^ 
master to remove the cash from Mr. Coutts's to tjie 
hank, did yeu remonstrate upon that subject ?— -I never 
made toy objection to Mr. Bathurst*$ orders, but { 
certainty took the Jiberty t,o argue upon the subjects 
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Did your arguments prevail with Mr. Bathurst ?— 
Tbcv did not. 

Had you ever any discussion of the same sort with 
Ix)rd Melville as that which you bad with Mr. Ba- 
thurst ? — I do not recollect ever having had any such 
discussion. 

When a draft was drawn upon the house of Mr. 
Coutts, the produce of which was to be paid into the 
public cash at the bank, was not there always a dis* 
tinguishing mark, such as A. P., Act of Parliament ac- 
count, or some other, by which you could distinguish, 
when referring to your accounts, that such draft was 
made for a public purpose ^— I do not know of any 
such mark. 

You were cross-examined by the learned counsel 
yesterday as to a particular mark on one of your 
drafts, of A. p. or something of that sort? — One of the 
accounts of the treasurer of the navy is designated act 
of parliament account ; and when I drew a check pay- 
able upon that account, I would say payable to act 
of parhament account : but it does not follow that I 
applied it to a payment on account of the act of par-' 
liament account, though I gave it that name. 

Was that money so drawn by you from Mr. Dun- 
das's act of parliament account specified upon it 
money whiqh you meant to apply to your own pri- 
vate emolument ? — I did not: every particular sum 
that is drawn there is attended with particular circum- 
stanceS} and I can give no |^enera| answer to that ge- 
neral question. 

The learned counsel yesterday cross-examined as to 
the accounts being kept up by the ex-treasurer of the 
navy, and so forth : whether to your knowledge you 
knew there was, during the treasurership of Lord Mel- 
ville, an accountant's branch established in the navji 
pay office ?— *•! dp. 

Was that done during the treasurership of Lord 
Melville? — It was. 

. Did that branch continue its functions uninterrupN 
ed from the moment of its appointment ?— I believe it 
did until it was found necessary to remove a great 
pumber of clerks belonging to that branch tp a dif* 
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ferent branch of the oflfce, to carry on the current bu- 
siness of the office, which was greatly aagmentcd 
when the war began. 

When did the interruption ' to this branch of the 
accountant's business take place ? — Many years ago, 
but I cannot^ recollect the precise time. 

Do you recbllect how long it went on in the due ex- 
ecution of its office ? — I do not precisely recollect, but 
I suppose several years. 

Do you recollect when it was first discontinued ? — 
It has been discontinued many years ; but there was 
an absolute necessity for discontinuing it ; it was done 
after to several. consultations and conversations with 
the navy board, and was not a suggestion of mine or of 
the treasurer. ' " 

Was it first discontinued on account of any sugges- 
tion to the navy board, or in consequence or any con- 
versations with the officers of that board ? — as far as 
I recollect the circumstance^ it was discontinued from 
the navy board's withdrawing several of their clerks, 
who were necessarily employed in the same bu- 
siness; and when they were withdrawn it became 
necessary for the treasurer also to withdraw his, as' 
they were proceedifig on a business that required their 
joint attendance. 

Whether the increase of business in the pay office 
was the reason why those clerks were withdrawn ; or 
whether it was because the business of the navy board 
was not able to keep pace with the business of the 
navy pay office ? — They both occurred at the same 
time^ because it was to send clerks down to the out- 
VOTUy which it was necessary to send from both offices^ 
I found it necessary at last to direct the accountant to 
take upon himself a duty out of town, as he could not 
be employed, I thought, with equal advantage upon 
the treasurer's accounts in town. 

Whether there, to your knowledge, existed in the 
Bank of England at the time Lord Melville quitted 
the navy pay office, a balance upon his lordship's first 
ex-trea«urer-ship account ?-~Yes, I believe soj I 
I^now so. 
^ Dg you recoUept whereabouts the arpount of that 
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baliuioe was i — Tke accoimt was nearly closed ; ahd, 
as far as I recollect, the balance exceeded 5,000/. by 
a few hundreds. 

Do you know what became- of that balance npon 
Lord Melville's quitting the office ?— I believe Lord 
Melville drew out that balance. 

What did he do with it when he had drawn it 
out ? — ^Hc paid it to me ; it was a balance upon the 
ex-treasurership ; and, as I understood, at that time 
all ex-treasurers had a right to withdraw the 
money from the bank, or to do with it as they 
pleased, till the accounts were finally settled. 

Did Lord Melville pay it to you^ — He did. 

What did you do with it when Lord Melville had 
paid it to you ?— I first carried it to the credit of his 
account current, and then I paid it into the bank. 

Into what account at the bank did yoo pay it, 
after you had carried it through your accoufit curreftt? 
— I paid it into the bank on account of balances 
which I had out of the bank at that time, upon the 
current account of the navy. 

You have stated, upon your cross-examinatiorf 
with regard to the last balances that were paid by 
Lord Melville, that there were balances due by Lcmi 
Melville upon the account current j were the balances 
actually due by Lord Melville to you upon the account 
current, and the balance due upon the chest account 
paid to you by Lord Melville i — I believe the whol6 
of them were paid to me. 

Could you specify at all, in what manner they were 
paid to you?— I have considered the subject V6ry 
much lately, and from that consideration land ena*- 
bled to speak. ^ 

In what manner wer^ those balances paid by Lotd 
Melville to yoii ?— Having the power of selling the 
whole of his lordship's stocks, I directed them to be 
sold ( and they accordingly were clit)ler sold, or else 
the price of the day. was allowed me, and paid into 
the credit of my account at Mr. Coutts^s. They 
were paid into the credit, I believe, of Lord Mel- 
ville's account at Mr. Coutts's. If I had docilrttents^ 
to speak from, I could make an accurate stateinelit. 



If the honourable ikuiiiager, ^^b6 is pedctj^y tien 
quftinted tvfeh the xireumslance, will ask me upoh 
each indivktual sum^ I shall perhaps bt able to state. 
Do you recollect so far as that a sum of ao^ooo/* 
was paid mto your hands on account of Ldrd Mel- 
ville by Mr. Sprott ? — It was paid either into my 
hand«, or by Mr. SprcMt into the credit of Lord MeV- 
irille'^ account at Mr« Giutts's. 

Was atiother sura, of about 30,060/., paid into 
your hatids on accoi:^t'Lord MehiHe by Mr. Sppoct? 
•» — I do not think the honourable inanager has st^d 
It perfectly corredt 5 that money was paid into the 
credit of my account at Mr Coutts's, being the pro* 
duce of the sale of East India stock which I men* 
tiotied yesterday, by which a debt was:paid oflf which 
existed upon that stock of ao^ooo/. j the surplus of it 
went to the credit of Lord Melville's account cur* 
ifeiit withmft. 

What became of it after it paiised through the 
lR:iK>aiit currtfttt with you ? — I also paid that money 
into the bank^ in liquidation of balances I had out 
^the-bank. 

Did ydu Jrecettae, ot do you know that Lord M«l- 
ifflle paid ati additional sum of 15,000/., in liquidation 
of baf^ncB^ at the .bank ?— That sum formed part of 
a greater sum which Lord Melville paid to me, to 
pay fdfb the bonk on bis account; the other part 
ef thttt sum has already been mentioned; it was 
1 9^000/. of the 20/300/., or thereabouts, which was 
mentioned before i that formed the whole of the sum, 
I d)tlik,<tbat I received of Lord Mielvilfe to pay^nto 
the bank. 

Is it to bte understood that you mean to state, that 
tfiat ^Ft of the baknce whiish was mrade good by 
Lord Melville, was made good in the following 
manner, 20,000/. or thereabouts, fit)m Sprotti 
jo^oe^A, or theFeabouts, from Sprott ; of which 
ftO',000/. ^ent in liquidation of the debt due for the 
East India &tock mcntiorwd yesterday, and the balance 
paid intd the bank account after having pass^ed 
through yolir account current ; and riue sum of 
i3y9ooL^ or thereabouts^ which was advan^e^ in 



9t 

•ome other way,* added to which is the ex-trcasurer- 
shtp account of ;,ooo/. and upwards ?— *•! believe the 
honourable manager has stated them correctly, as far 
as I can follow him. 

The learned counsel cross-examined the witness 
yesterday as to all the receipts of the witness on 
account of Lord Melville, from various sources and 
remittances from Scotland and elsewhere ; when yon 
spoke of the balances due by Lord Melville upon his 
iiccounts^ do you mean to say that before those ba- 
lances were struck) all those remittances^ of every 
description, were always carried to his credit; did 
yoii in fact always give Lord Melville credit for every 
thing you received on his account, when you summed 
up the account ? — I gave Lord Melville credit, in one* 
or other of his accounts^ for all the sums he paid into 
my hands. 

That came into your hands in any way?~I didj 
as far as I recollect. 

Do you know any one instance where you did not 
credit Lord Melville as an honest mjin ought to do, 
for the pioney you received on his account ?—^His 
lordship was most undoubtedly credited ; but if a sum 
of money had been paid into my hands, .with di- 
rections to pay to himself again, those arc the ex- 
ccptionSt 

Those sums you have last specified never came, I 
suppose, into the account at all ?-^ If such a circum^ 
stance ever existed, but I do not recollect that it ever 
did. 

You stated yesterday about a loan from the house 
of Mansfield, Ramsay, and Co., that had been 
advanced to Lord Melville, and a payment which was 
made by your direction ; after having refreshed yoiv 
memory by a written document in your own hand- 
writing, of the date at the time when it vvj^s made, 
I ask whether you made such payment withoi^t any 
direction given by Lord Melville at all?— I stated 
yesterday that I had lost all recollection of the trans- 
action whatever; but I can certainly state that I 
could not have -made it without Lord Melville's di« 
rections. 
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The question asked by the learned counsel was, 
whether, upon that occasion or upon any other, Lord 
Mclv^lle ev^r directed you to lay out any part of the 
pubKc money .in your hands, for the use and benefit 
of Lord MclM^ille ^' to which the answer was, you never 
did under the specific nameof pubh'c money, or any 
iBoney bearing {hat description $ whether you re- 
ceived any directions in any way from Lord Melville, 
which led yoq to knovv that Lord Melville meant the 
publiq money; that Lord Melville knew that it was 
public money which was to be so paid ?^^I qannpt 
§wear so* ' - 

Did you receive such directions from Lord Melville 
as you bave-s!r^^^*fiedj which directions^ led^.you - to 
debit Lord Mvjvjil^ in the. che§c account/ and do yoa 
know that Lord Melville m^abt those direptj^phs tQ 
be for public money?, — I <tid/n6.t.kn6w n.\^ * 

Did 'yofu" always use piiblici'money when §^u.ch orde^ 
was given ?-^l request .thq order to be mpre/parti/cu- 
larly described before T can. answer the qiiestiour [ ., r 

That sort of order which 'you described in. tlic ^arly 
part of ) ouf examination to-day to be-more' ii) the na- 
ture of a requisition than a request, which induced you . 
to- debit hipi -in the chest-account^ j did you always 
consider such a request as ah ^ authority for using 
public naoney ?— ;l have alree^dy said,- that ' L hav^ 
placed. them to the debit of. That. account.' ' 

' Did you in that case always ciebic it to the chests 
account ^^ — I have already stated, that that was the dis- 
•tlnction I.rij^cle, and. I always did, it of course. " - 
' ', Did Lor^d .IVIelville ever m^ke ' iahy enquiry of you 
after the indigna^it refusal which he had; giycn to the 
proposition made by you to him to employ ascertain 
surfi pf money Jn the purchase of East India stock, 
.upon which you were cross-examined yesterday j 
did Lpcd Melville, when he either requested or re-r 
quired money to be advanced to him by you, did he 
ever ask yoii in any one instance, whether your owa 
private funds would supply that source ? — I do not 
recollect that his lordship ever did. As to enquiring 
into the particular state of my own private funds, I 
do not think Lord Melville ever did* * 

H 
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Did he ever , make any enquiry of you^ whether in 
making such advances you were trenching upon the 
public balances ? — He never did. 

You stated that the chest-account was regularly de-» 
iivered to Lord Melvilk ? — It was, at different pe- 
riods, but not so frequently as I delivered the account- 
current. 

Were any objections ever njade by Lord Melville 
upon your delivering the chest-account to him ? ■ ■ ' 
tiord Melville never examined my accounts, in my 
presence, so minutely as to enable him to make ob- 
jections.'^ 

Did he ever 15 fact object to thim ? — He never 
did, 

'' Do yotf kriow any instances in which Lord Melville 
did not sign the chest-account, after yon from time 
to time had delivered that account to him ? — I do not 
recollect any instance in which his lordship refused 
to sign the accounts. 

Whether the duplicates of the accounts presented 
• by ypu to Lord Melville were left with his lordship ? 
-^They were. 

Oi^ both the chest-account and the account-current f 
•=^lTiey were. 

Whether it is not in evidence, that the' money with 
which, the Joy?ilty loan was . purchased was trans- 
ferred from the current-account to the chest-accounl ? 
-:-The money which I advanced upon the Ipyalty loaa 
was. ^ .' - ■ .■'■'■* 

' There was some cross-examination as to the . divi- 
dends of th^ East India stock, whether the e;ccess ot 
the interest above the dividends was not chaVged to 
the debit of Lord MelviUe's account ? — ^Yes. 

Are you correct, as near as you can recollect, in 
Stating that the sum advanced for the purchase bf the 
Whole of that East India stock, advanced at different 
tinSefe, was; to the best of your recollection, 23,000?. 
' or thereabouts ?— It was, to the best of my recoUec; 
tion. 

What is the interest, at five per cent, of 23,900/.?— r 

^ what vvas the dividend upon ttie India stock at 



the time those purchasw^wprcj tnade^.wbethcrit WM 
not eight per cent. ?-r-Eaght per f ent. [ '. ^ * ' 

'dlculating upon ,i4>50o/. India 'itock/^Tj^fhat wouM 
6ic dividend at eight per cent, amount, to!?— :To thrf 
best of my, recollection that stock was only .i3»5oo/r 

Calculate upon a given sum of 14,5.00/., what would 
it be? — 1,160/. J believe. . ...^.-^ . -,- 

Theh supposing it was 14,500/. there was noexccs* 
of inreresi; above the diyidend at that time ; whethcfr 
the" dividend, during jhe time it wasia^the posses;slpii 
of Lord MclyiJIe, .vva? .pot advanced .from eight per 
cent! td t^n^and a half pi^r cent* ?— It was'adv,anced.tQ, 
ten ai)d^ h^ifjper cent* but^that was.ijeyeral yearsl af-j 
terurar43., ',. . .,. ^\',. ^^..r'," '.. ../ .',f ,1']' *. , " / 

What WQ old the dividciyi. amount tQ ^pocT 

■ 1 4,500/.. India stooHp. ^t ten guineas jpc.r jpfpt;,?-— Ib^^ 
lieve 1,522/. 10/^ , * .' . V ' '.T • ' . ',' 

( It was stated., upon yo^r * ctoss-exa^iihatloiT, wit^l 
regard to the salary of Lord Melville,, -that it. had been^^ 
brought to your recQllection^ that there were one or* 
two instances, ia. which you had not received, th^ ^s^i». 
lary of Lord Melvillp;^ but that Mr. Wilspn had done so. 
When that salary Was so received by Mr* Wilson.,: was, 
it as agent to you or as agen^.to Lord Mejyille ?~r be- 
lieve he received it as agent ^0 myself, as it was placed, . 
I believe, in most ijDstauccs,/if not in all^ to the c^e-' 
dit of ray account, at IVij:^ CogttsJs ia the first instanrt^^j 
and after W2w:ds transferred by me to the credit ot^ 
Lord Melville's account-current with me. '; 

A good ipauy questions were asked upon cross-ex-^ 
amination with regard to power of attorney given by^ 
Lord' Melvilje to sell aad transfer stQqkj and receive 
the dividends :^ it is|., washed to know whether this^ 
power of^torney for the sale and transfer of stock, ^ 
and receipt of dividends, was in thq uspai^and com-' 
«on form of sych power$,of attorney i— 1 kilo w no- 
thing to tKc contrary; but I do not know'tW reyer_ 
saw them: I fancy they w<5re taken by my .faank^,""' 
but I do not know : I certainly never read them. ;^ 
. Do you recollect any particuljar instance ; and fhjs' 
arises upon the cross-cxamiiiiation with. r«gaf d t<b the; 
ajtoco/.Uidia stock?— -pto yoii yccttllcct a 4esirc fe^^- 

H 2 
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pressed on the part of Lord Melville for the advance 
of money, by. you, to comply with any particular 
purpose, such as the purchase of 2,000/. East India 
jStock, at which time your account was so low at 
Messrs. Couttss's, that you were obliged to withdraw 
from the bank a specific sum to comply with that 
request?— Upon looking into Mr. Coutts's books I 
find a circumstance bf tmt sort may have occurred, 
but I do riot recollect the circumstance myself: I 
iannot speak from my own recollection. 

As you were a good deal cross-examined too with' 
regard to the istate of the bafantfes in and out of the 
bank, whether ^by any information upon which you 
can depend, or by any recollection that youhave, or 
ih any way, jou can state to the Court ^hat the dif- 
ference is' fcetwtcfn the bank-account and the office- 
account, was at any time or times during the^ time 
you were paymaner df the navy under Lord Melyillfe? 
—1 cannot state it from memory. . . - > 

Could you, by consulting ariy'doctiment, iv^ear to 
thkt fact I — I have got documents in the hands of the 
honourable managers by whithr'T think I* can ascer- 
tain it. . ; .- 

I wish those "books ^rid documents to. which Ae 
v^itness refers, to be put before him : 
^^uestionfrdm a'Lord. — ^ What are those documents 
by which, if you refer to them, you shall be able to 
give that answer ?-:-They are books ' which. I kept as 
checks upon the public accounts, but no part of the 
public account^; I believe they are called balance 
books. 
, Were this book lying before you, and the others 
to which you have referred, kept by yourself when 
you were paymaster ?-^The greatest part does appeaf 
lobe kept by myself. 

Is ar^ p^ of that book in your oWn hand-writing ? 

U« . . . I . . . , . 

IS. 

^ How lon^ did you continue to write in those books 
with' your own hand ?- — I cannot state that with any 
accuracy ; but I Have ^wrote very little in th^iir for 
many years, haviag been deprived of the use of* my 
band, from which I cannot write. 
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-When you eeased to be able to write yourself,* v4iq 
kept the books for you I — Principally ' Mr. Thomaif 
Wilson of the pay-office. 

Have you examined these books so written by Mr. 
WiUon ? — I have bestowed upon them all the €xami4 
nation which I bave thought necessary. 
. From those books can you speak to the account ^ 
— It depends upon the questions that may be aske4 
tne from these books. 

The question is to a particular period, the 31st 
August, 1786 : What was the outstanding difference 
at uiat time in the navy pay-office ? Do you know 
what, on the 31st of August, 1786, was the difference 
between, the office balance, or that with which the 
treasurer was charge4, and the bank balance ? 

^esiion by a Lord.-^h that a public official book 
that lies betorc you ?•— No, it is my own private boek, 
which I kept as a check updq the office. 

^^estion by ike Managers. — Can you speak fron^ 
your own knowledge, whether, on the 3 ist of August,- 
1786, there was a difference' of 56,000/. between the 
office balance and the bank balance ?— I canpot state 
it from this book ; I must have also the concurrent 
te^stimony of books kept by the bank. 

This book we can prove by the bank clerk that is 
here, to be one of the banking books of Lord Mel- 
ville > — I can speak with more positive knpwlcdgc 
further on. 

It is asked, as to the 31st of December, 1787, wher 
ther you know that the difference at that time w^s 
^3,000/. ? — I have already stated, that I must have the 
concurrent testimony of the bank books j and I wish 
to give a little explanation upon this account before I 
•speak upon it, if I have your lordship's pern^ission. 
The treasurer's balance, which Was returned at thie 
end of this month, as well as all other month§, -con- 
sists of balances in three different branches; of the 
office. Each of these branches are subdivided ; parf 
of the balance in each branch is in the hands of the 
treasurer and his paymaster, for the purpose of issuing' 
fiirther sums to the sub-accountants for the carrying 
on the public payments; and thq other part3 of i\f 
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have already been issued to the sub-accountants, foi? 
the purpose of carrying on the public payments 5 
that^ applies to that part, which remains in the trea- 
surer's hands, jfor the purpose I have described, of the 
three branches collectively. 

It is asked as to the aggregate of What ought to be 
in the hands of the sub-accountants and treasurer, and 
then state what is the difference between that and the 
money in the bank ?— The honourable manager wishes 
me to state that part of the, balance which the first 
clerk of each branch calculates, by finding out the ba- 
lance of the sub-accountants,, and what ought to be 
in the hands of the treasurer : that may be accurate 
or n6t accurate, as the balance he states to be in the 
hands of the treasurer may be accurate or riot accu- 
ra.te ; and the balance he states ta be in the treasurer's 
hands may be stated without his knowing it to be so. 

State; the difference between that which is neither 
Jn the sub-accountant's hand nor in the bank, but ia 
yours? — On the 31st Decembc?-, 1787, if the sub-ac-* 
countant*s w^re right in making up their balances, 
there was a difference of 53,100/. between the sum 
which the first clerk said ought to be in the treasurci's 
h^nds, and the sum which was in the bank. 

Now refer to the 31st of May, 1788? — WiU your 
lordships allovy me to speak from this account in my 
hand instead of the book? 

Question by a, Lord, — What is that paper? — An ac- 
count I have collected from an examination of the 
book §' and the bank books. 

Quest icfi fjj the. Manages, "^tio you know that upon 
the 3tst of May, 178S, there was a difference in the 
way I stated before of 61,600/.? — There appears to 
be such a difference. 

Question by a Lord.'-As that subject to the same ex* 
planation that you made of the former entry ? — It is. 

Question by the Managers — Refer to May Sist 179O1 
was there not then a difference, subject to the same, 
explanation of 64,800/, ? — The statement is accurate* 

Kefer to the 31st March, 1792 ; whether/there wa^ 
not a balance of 102,388/. g J. 8^:/. ?^— There appears 
to be that difference. 
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Refer to the jist October, 179^ ; whether there 
was not the sum then of 1 1 5,000/. difference, subject 
to the same explanation ?^ — There appears to have 
been that difference existing at that time^ 

Refer to the 30th of April, X794; was there not 
then 161,425/. 17^. 9^.? — That appears also to be 
correct. 

Refer to aSth of February, 17955 was therernot a; 
balance, of 209,875/. 17J. 9^. subject to the same 
explanation ?— There was* 

Refer to the 30th of April, 1795 ; was the balance 
then 310,325/. 17^. ^d.i — ^The account which I hold 
in my hand differs two-pence. 
It is 17J. 91/.— That is right- 
Refer to the 3tst of March, 1796 j was iiot th^ 
balance 194,500/2' — That appears to be correct. 

On the 29th of February, of the same year ; was 
it not 216,841/.- I4J* 2.d. ?— That also appears to be 
correctly taken from these books. 

On the 30th of June, 1797, was it not 281,759/. 
5^. 5//. ?-7-That appears to be correal. 

Qn the 30th of September, 1798 ; was it 222,500/.? 
—•That appears to be correctly taken. 

On the 30th November, 1799, was it 223/. o^. 2di.> 
— ^That appears to be correctly takcji also. 

On the joth of April, 1800, the m^nth preceding 
Lord Melville quitting the navy pay-office, was there 
not the sum of 344,500/.?— -There appears to have, 
been that difference between the book's. 

It is wished to recall your attention to 30th of De- 
cember, 17905 was not the balance then struck, and 
no difference appear ?-— The balance was struck, and 
no difference appeared ; but some explanation may 
be necessary upon that. 

Question hy a Lord^ — Give that explanation ?-— That 
this balance may not actually have been paid up in 
the bank books, I have taken into the balance the 
drafts I may have drawn upon the bank, end which 
might not have been presented ; I do not know whc^ 
ther there were any such, but if there were, it was 
taken imp my balance. 
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Question by Counsel. — Whether any part of the sums 
stated to be drawn and carried to the chest account 
of Lord Melville, was in the whole or in part ap- 
plied to tlie use of Lord Melville, or he had any be- 
Dcfit or emolument from them ? — I am totally igno- 
rant of the application of them, excepting in the 
case of 40,000/., which had been advanced to Boyd 
and Benfitld, and which . I only learned froai what 
passed in public. 

" Is that 40,000/.- comprehended within, the head just 
mentioned, of money drawn by requisitions, and car- 
ried immediately to the chest-account? — It was, and 
may serve to shew the nature of the requisitions that 
were made, from that sum of money having been 
made more the subject of public discussion than any 
of the other sums which have been advanced to his 
lordship. 

Whether any part of the sums that you eniployed 
to purchase stock, or in any other way for the benefit 
of Lord Melville, stood in the same predicament of 
being immediately carried to the chest-account ? — ^Not 
any of them. 

You have stated, that a book of yours which you 
referred to, a private book of yours, was in the pos- 
session of the managers. How long has that private 
book been in the possession of the managers ? — Ever 
since the day upon which I had the misfortune to meet 
with the displeasure of the other house, I do not re* 
collect the date. 

Qiffstipn by the A/^;z/7f^j.-^Whether you have any 
knowledge of your own, with the exceptiop of that 
posterior knowledge you have gained with regard to 
the application of the 40,000/., do you know any thing 
of the application of other sums? — I have ho know- 
ledgp whatever of the application of them. 
''^ Arc vve correct in supposing that the loyalty loan 
money was transferred from the account current to the 
chest account ? — It was. 

Whether Lord Afelville was not credited for the di- 
vidends upoA the loyalty loan up to the period at 
wbiph that loan was sold .^— I believe he was. 
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Examined by the Lords. 

. Having stated that Lord. Melville, from time to 
time, signed those accounts, which you delivered to 
Jbis lordship ; whether he compared upon these occa- 
sions the accounts he so signed, with the vouchers? — 
I do not recollect his ever comparing them, whilst I 
remained with his lordship. 

Were tho^e accounts you have been speaking of 
generally signed by Lord Melville immediately that 
they were presented by you, or did his lordship take 
the accounts home with him for consideration ? 
They were signed before I parted with him. 

You stated that no item in these accounts had been 
ever objected to by the noble lord : was it the habit 
of the noble lord to enter into any discussion with 
you upon the several items of the accounts ?— The 
items of those accounts were so numerous, that I have 
no doubt but his lordship may have made observa- 
tions upon some particular instances, but I do not re- 
collect them. 

. Do you consider the accounts having been so signed 
by Lord Melville, as a proof of his lordship's approba- 
tion of the account and the particular items therein 
contained, or as a proof of his lordship's confidence in 
you ? — It certainly was, in the first instance, a proof 
of his lordship's confidence in me, as he must have 
known that I was subject to alter the accounts in case 
he should have pointed out any error in them in future; 
but the public business in which his lordship was ge- 
nerally engaged, seldom or ever afforded him time to 
enter into any examination of the accounts during the 
time that I remained with him after having presented 
them to his lordship. 

During the time you were paymaster to Lord Mel- 
villci did any and what circumstances of delay or em- 
barrassment to the public business arise in that oflice, 
soas to induce his lordship to doubt the correctness of 
your administration, and so as to engage him to i, 
greater attention to those accounts, or to suggest to 
bis lordship's mind that a more attentive investigation 



106 

into the conduct of this office was necessary than had 
been given by bis lordship ? — I know of none ; but as 
I^may be supposed to speak with partiality with regard 
to my own conduct in the office, I should wisli thaj: 
question to be asked of any individual that was con- 
versant with the business of the pay office. 

At what time did you make the representation 
you have stated to Lord Melville, to induce him to 
consent to your placing paft of the public money in 
the bank in the hands or Messrs. Coutts and Co. ?— 
I believe soon after the removal of the business of 
the pay office to Somerset House from Broad-street in 
the city. 

Did you recollect what time that was r— I believe m 
the year 1786 or 1787. 

You having stated that the object you represented 
to Lord Melville to be the reason why you wished to 
have permission to take the money from the bank and 
place it in the hands of Messrs. Coutts was for mgre 
convenience and greater safety : how could you con- 
ceive that there was any greater danger, either to the 
treasurer of the navy^ or yoursclf.as paymaster, in the 
money remaining in the bank than in the hands of 
Messrs. Cqutts ? — I beg to answer that it was neces- 
sary to carry on t\)Q business of the pay office to send 
in drafts for very, large sums, say 20,000/. or 30,000/. 
into the bank daily; that we had no clerks or confix, 
dcntial people we .could spare for that business, but 
were^ obliged frequently to send the messengers of the 
office ; and it may appelir to your lordships that it was 
a necessary precaution to fall upon some mode by 
which we could sqncl a messenger for money to carry 
on those small payments, through a part or the town 
which was not so crowded, and not liable to so many 
2K:cidents as in the grq^t distance from the pay office to 
the bank. 

Then the following questions put to the witness 
on Monday 5th instant, and his answers thereto, were 
read; . . 

• *^ From the moment the list is received of the bills 
assigned, I understand you to say that the treasurer 
must be ready to satisfy them when called for?— He 
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certainly may be called upon. I beg to explain, that 
I have said, there never has been any delay of a pay- 
ment of a navy or victualling bill; but there is another 
description of bills, which are not called navy or 
victualling brlls, which I did not advert to at that 
time. All navy or victualling bills are drawn assign- 
able put of a certain sum of money received at the ex- 
chequer ; as long as that fund lasts the bills are drawn 
from that fund i but there is another description of 
bills, not to a -great amount, which are drawn upon 
the general fund of wages without specifying any par* 
ticular sum, and when the fund under the head of 
wages has been- low, the navy board have thought pro- 
per to desire the treasurer to cease making payments of 
those bills until a supply under the head of wage$ 
should be received from the treasury." 

** Does that delay in any respect proceed from any 
act either of die treasurer'* or his paymaster? — Not in 
any degree whatever/* 

Question from a Lord. — Elxplain that last answer 
how it is that that does not depend either upon the 
treasurer or the paymaster ? — Because they can only 
act by the instructions of the different boards. 

You stated that you delivered two kinds of accounts 
to Lord Melville, the current account and the other 
account j were those mere copies of the accounts, or 
accounts made up from the accounts of Messrs. Couts's? 
— ^They had no connection whatever with the accounts 
of Messrs. Coutts ; they are accounts between Lord 
Melville and myself. 

Whether you know that tht pubtic sustained any 
loss by the removal of the monev from the Bank oJF 
England to Messrs. Coutts's ? — I cfc) not know any los$ 
that the public have sustained. 

Do you know whether the public did not sustain a 
loss by the death of Mr. Jellicoe, and how that loss 
arose ? — That was not a loss in consequence of having 
removed the money from the Bank to the bank of 
Messrs. Coutts. 

Could that loss have happened if the money had 
continued to be lodged in the bank ? — That circum* 
stance could not have been affected by the monty 
being continued ia the bank. 
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. Whether the account called tbe iron-(:hest account, 
was principally of a -public nature ? — The iron-chest 
account was an account of monies which were drawn 
from the bank and placed into the hands of Messrs. 
Coutt«, 

Having said thatmy Lord Melville paid a great deal 
tnore attention to accounts that were public, than to 
Ills own private accounts, what kind of attention did he 
pay to this iron-chest account? — Lord Melville, I do 
not think ever saw the iron-chest account; I beg to 
explain to your l(>rdships that the iron-chest account is 
a different ac9o,unt from the chest account, which I 
have been speaking of. 

The account yon are asked concerning is the' chest 
account, which you repeatedly in the course of your 
examination mentioned? — As my mind ran on the 
other account,! forgot the question that I was asked 
respecting it. 

• 'Fhe question is, as you have stated that my Lord 
Melville paid a great deal more attention to accounts 
that were public, than to his own private accounts j 
'what kind of attention did he pay to the ch^st ac- 
coiint, meaning that account you have been repeatedly 
referring to, in the course of your exaimination ?*— Ido . 
not know what attetitibil • Lord Melville paid to that 
account when hehad the documents in his own pos- 
session, but he Tiever paid any particular attention to it, 
during the tirade I'\vas with 'his lordship, when! had 
presented it to his lordship. 

*'I4aving s&id th^t when you delivered the private ac- 
counts to Lord Melville, the accounts between you 
and Lord Melville^, lais tordship was not in the course 
ofinvestigating those accounts or comparing the vouch- 
ers with'theni, if a cx>mplete investigation ofthose ac- 
counts had taken place between Lord Melville and 
youj would it not then have appeared that the monies 
in that account were monies advanced out of the public 
monies ? — I apprehend it would. 

* When tb^ application was made to Lord Melville, 
ppon the subject of the purcKese. of East India stock; 
W3S any reference made to the current price of that 
Stock j at that time ?-^I do not recollect any reference 
inade to the current price at that time, further than by 
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a comparison to what, liis fordship expected would be 
the rise that stock would ultimately arrive at, at a dis- 
tant time, that was the only time Lord Melville ever 
gave me his opinion upon the value of it, and at no 
time whatever did his lordship ever insinuate to me in 
the smallest degree his expectations of the rise or fall 
.of stock, excepting in that instance. 

You having said that for a considerable length of 
time, after the pafchase of this stock, the interest of 
the money which was borrowed for the purchase of it, 
amounted to a greater sum than the dividends arising; 
from that stock, whether any person lendiilg money 
in the ordinary course of dealing by money lenders, 
would have considered the assignment of such stock, 
putting, it in the name of the lender a^ a collateral secu* 
rity%r the money advanced for that stock ? 

; The qacstion was objected to. \ 

.. \ The question wis waived. ' 

' Hbw and in what manner 'Was- that 3,000'/. you spoke • 
to in your examination, repaid.?-;—! can only.TecoIlect 
that it was repaid by his lordship to me, at two diffe-. 
rent times, in two different sums. 

'Did you give any' receipt to Lord MclVille for that,^ 
money which you paid him r^— 1 didjiot. 

Having stated ttiat in the account between' Lord 
Melville and you^ Lord Mdvllle was credited for the 
dividends upon the India stock/, and debited l^or'' the 
irrterest of the nioriey lent, in vvhose name Was (hjit re- 
ceipt put ? — No name was Osed at all, his lordship got 
credit by the dividends and was debited to the interest, 
withoatany name being specified; 

.Supposing Lord. Melville had not rejected, as be 
did with indignation, the proposition you made, of 
advancing, to Lord Melville the publij:: money, as the 
means of purchasing that stock, in what manner woUld 
it have been debited in the course of business ?-— As 
the fact did not e'xist, I have never taken it into con- 
sideration, 

. Would it have been debited in the manner in which 
it was d<;bited ? — I should not make any entry of any 
sort without a due consideration, and 1 cannot in mjr 
present situation, giv^ it a due consideration^ 
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You stated, that after Lord Melville htd rejected 

fte proposal that you made, to purchase India stock 
t>ut pf the public money, you suggested to Lord Mel- 
ville that you could procure the money from your rela- 
tion Mr. Lind, upon the security of that stock; that 
failing to procure the money, you stated notwith- 
standing to Lord Melville that y6u had so procured it, 
and the stock was in fact purchased, as I understand 
you, in the name of Mr. Lind, whether X-<>''d Mel- 
ville was acquainted with the circumstance of ■ the 
^tock having been so purchased in the name of Mr. 
Lind? — Lord Melville knew that the stock stood in 
the name of Mr. Lind, but I had never told Lord 
Melville that I bad actually procured Mr. Lind to ad- 
vance the money. 

In the course of the transaction of the purchase of 
this stock between you and Lord Melville, was that' 
transaction so conducted as if the money had been bond 
Jijie advanced for the purchase of that stock by Mr* 
Lind ?— It was. 

What do you mean by the iron-chest account? — 
That was an account that was kept in th^ navy pay 
office by Mr, Wilson and myselr, in which we en- 
tered *the sums of money that were taken from the 
bank* and put into Mr. Coutts's, and vice versa the 
isums drawn from Couttss, and issued to the sub- 
accounts. ' 

What is it that you mean by chest account ?-r-Thc 
chest account was. one of those accounts which I kept 
with Lord Melville, upon which I had been required 
t6. advance sums of the application of which I knew 
nothing. , . ' 

: - What was the first item of the chest account? — It 
was the sum of 10,600/. 

Werq there other advancesupon the face of that chest 
account immediately after the opening of it? — There. 
were oth<ers advanced upon that account, but not im- 
siediately after the opening of it. 

How soon?-*- My. memory does not serve me to 

state* - 

. ., YQuhave said, that in the year 1797, the advances 

Jcff .payment pf the subscription of the loyalty loan were 
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transferrecj from -the account current to Ac ^hest ac- 
count i were there not many intermediate advances oa 
the chest account ^ —There were more than one, but 
not many. 

Whether on the face of the chest account delivered 
the half year after the transfer of the loyalty loan w^% 
made from the current account to the chest account; 
it might not appear to Lord Melville that such transfer 
wa^ made ?— It niust have appeared. 

You have said, that at the close of Lord Melville's 
tVeSisurership, you shewed to Lord Melville the sum 
advanced to him from the public money ; it is desired 
to know if Lord Melville explained to you from what 
sources that money was to be repaid ? — I have said^ 
that I gave a general statement of Loi*d M<elville> ac- 
counts between his lordship ao^ my§elf^ and -he coin- 
monly pointed outdifFcrfnt sources from which 'moiiey;. 
would arise in repayment of .'these suni^ ai)d whicii 
h^ iexpressed a wish to jepay before he left the trea- 
surershlp. _ '' . ' / . . ./ r . -," , - 

. Whether Lord Melville expressed any* su.rprize at 
the state of his^accountr— He didi he was very inuclx 
surprized to. fipd the balai^ce was sO much.agaifKt 
him. ' .' '.'■'' ^^^;_ _' ^ ,. 

Having stated that you alone derived , the benefit; 
from this application of arjpajrt of the public monpy^ 
lA^hether v^ithout that application of the piajblic mpney 
yoil.haVe stated,' yott vvoiild haVe been in the CQuditioa, 
to have made the advances you Jiaye stated iyou ra^e' 
to Lord Melville withaut charging any interest ?^l, 
could not^ unless finding that I had not the meaas of, 
augmenting my fortuiiein the manner I did,-! might 
have turned my attention elsewhere, md then ;I m'^bt 
have been able to have advanced these monies. 

In what vear was the money placied at Messrs. 
Coutts's? — Either in 1786 or 1787, I do not know 
which ; atfcast I believe so. ^ 

Have you any books to which you could refer, an4 
which books would enable you to give a more specific ^ 
answer to ihc question? — I have nqt^ ifplessi speak 
from the books of my bankers. 

Have you got those books so a$ to ma^ke the teft^ 
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rence ? — I can have access to those books by apply- 
ing to my bankers. 

Whether you did not propose to Lord Melville to 
draw the money out of the bank, and to place such 
money at Mr Coutts's ? — I did apply to Lord Melville 
for leave so to do. 

Whether all the money that from time to time you 
deposited at Messrs. Coutts's arose from the general 
permission you before spoke to ? — Entirely so ; and in 
no instance was it otherwise specifically as far as I re- 
collect. 

Whether you knew at the time that you deposited 
the sums ofmoney in Messrs. Coutts's, that the act of 

Farliament had passed a year or two years before ? — 
knew that an act had passed to regulate the business 
of the pay-office, but I do not know that I adverted 
to it at the instant I made the application to Lord 
Melville to draw the money from the bank and put it 
into the hands of Messrs. Coutts. 
^ Whether Lord Melville, when you made this ap- 
plication to his lordship, made any answer ? — He did. 
not to the best of my recollection. 

• Did the settlement of the release which contained 
in it the destruction of the vouchers, or delivering up^ 
all the vouchers, originate either with Lord Melville 
Or with you ?^— I do not think it originated with either. 
I am sure Lord Melville was not consulted . upon the 
$lil>ject at ail. 

'"With whbrh did that clause respecting the destruc-' 
lion of the vouchers originate ? — It must .have origi- 
nated in conversation between my solicitor and ray- 
self. . : ;. •• . " 

' Whether what passed betv^een Lord Melvijle and. 
you upoil the probable rise of India stock, was in the* 
course of official communication between Lord Mel- 
ville' and you ; or 'were you sent for by hi$ lordship ?'. 
-r-lVas. not sent for by his lordship ; I betiev^e'I was 
at Wimbieton, w^hen I had the honour of waiting, 
uj)on his lordship in his private capacity. 

• ^Whethet' the first suggestion upon the \ubject of 
this stock originated with Lord Melville, or proceeded' 
fromyou ?-^ft was suggested by me, in consequence 
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of finding bis lordship wished to make some family., 
> arrangement of that sort. 

Then it is to be understood that the first exprcs* 
sion of Lord Melville's opinion of the value of India 
stock originated with Lore! Melville, and v^as not sug- 
gested to Lord Melville by you ? — It originated in the 
suggestion of myself to his lordship. 

Whether the original idea of purchasing the East 
India stock arose from any desire of Lord Melville to 
be possessed of India stocky although the subsequent 
conversation was in consequence of what you sug- 
gested ?— As it all passed in a conversation, nat pre- 
meditated or sought for by either party, I am quite 
at a loss to say who first started the subject. 

Whether the suggestion given, to have recourse to 
some money lender to furnish the money for the 
stock that was proposed to be purchased, was a part 
of the same conversation when it was first proposed 
to purchase the stock ? r— It was in the same conv^-sa- 
tion, and on the impulse of the moment.. 

Was the suggestion then adopted upon your mak- 
ing the suggestion ? — It was. 

How soon afterwards did you proceed to carry it 
into effect ? — I endeavoured for some considerable 
time to fulfil what I had suggested to his lordship it 
might be possible for me to effect ; but finding it was : 
not so, I then fell upon the mode which I have al- 
ready described, of advancing the money myself, as 
I was unwilling to disappoint Lord Melville of what I 
had so sangumely promised him I Qould cany int^ 
effect. ^ , 

When you hid catried it into effect by that mode, 
did you communicate to Lord Melville that you had 
completed it ; and how soon did you naqie the per- 
son who had advanced the money ?— I did not say 
that any person had advanced the money ; but I tola 
him the sf^k was purchased, and invested in the 
namie of Mr. Montague Lind, the person I had men* : 
tioned to his lordship in the original conversation. 

Did you, upen making that communication to Lord 
Melville, receive any at d what answer f-^-^Nothlng' 
farther than his approbation of its paving been done* 
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. Were the dividends upon the India Stock paid to 
Mr, Lind, or carried to the credit of Lord Melville ? 
-^That I have already explained. 

. At what period of time did you begin building your 
house near Edinburgh ? —As nearly as 1 can recollect, 
I made a considerable addition to my house which I 
began about four or five years ago. 

. Is that house furnished ? — I removed the furniture 
from my bousq at Blackheath, with which it is now 
fui:nish.ed. 

Were you ever interrogated by Lord Melville as to 
the expence of building this house ? — The expencc of 
building this house may not be so great as the noble 
lords may have heard ; not so great as to induce Lord 
Melville to ask me any questions upon that subject. 

The release executed between the noble lord and 
you was ^executed first by lord Melville in Scotland^ 
and some few days after by you in London : Was it 

{)repared in London under your direction, or in Scot- 
and under the direction of the noble defendant r— -It 
was prepared in London,^ and sent to his lordship to 
execute in Scotland. 

Whether any draft of this release was sent to the 
noble defendant in Scotland, to be subject to his cor-r 
rection, previous to his execution of the deed itself? — 
It was not, to the best of my knowledge j I do not 
know whether the solicitor might have sent it, but I 
am certain I did not. 

Were any alterations or corrections to your know- 
ledge made in it by J-ord Melville, previous to his 
lordship's execution of it ?— Certainly not. 

Give to the court an account; of the whole transaction 
concerning the release j and, in giving to the court 
the whole of that transaction* begin with, stating whaL^ 
was the occasion or necessity for having that release 
at all ?-— The necessity originated in my wish, to have 
all my affairs settled with; Lord Melville, as lalvyays 
apprehended, I hope I may be allowed to say, that 
his lordship was not careful of prcserviiig his piipers or 
accounts so as jo be satisfactory to his heirs or suc- 
cessors, and that there might be no difficulty or argu- 
ment about, shewing that a final. 5ettlemei>t bad been. 
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made fo either his lordship's heirs or to my own, I 
was anxious that a release should pass/ by tvhlch it 
only became necessary that one voucher should be pre*- 
served. I had proposed it some time before it was 
carried into execution, and my mind became every 
day still more impressed with the hecessity of h^vin^ 
this executed ; and in some conversation tvlthhis lord- 
ship I may have proposed it again, and told him that 
I would forward releases for his lordship, to be signed 
in Scotland, if he would give me leave: but this I 
ftatc more from knowing that that must have been the 
circumstance, than from an actual recollection of the 
time or place when such conversation passed. J then 
applied to my solicitor in London to draw out a re- 
lease for such purpose; and, as he wa^ my intimate 
friend and counsellor, as well as solicitor, he proceed- 
ed very much from his own knowledge of my situation 
and connection with Lord Melville, in drawing up that 
release : the draft was submitted to me, as it has been 
brought to my recollection by the honourable mana- 
gers, who have possessed themselves of that draft, 
otherwise I had forgot the circumstance. But I find 
that I had seen that draft, by several words being 
Written upon it in my own hand-writing : it was after- 
wards brought to me by Mr. Spottiswoode, f&Irly 
copied out, and, to the best of my recollection, for- 
warded by me to his lordship in Scotland, and he re-^ 
turned it to me ; by which the transaction was, finally 
closed • 

What do you mean by returned h?-— Lord Melville 
returned the release signed by his lordship to me, and 
I executed it in London. 

State what there was In the correspondence upon 
the subject of this release, subsequent to the time whert 
Lord Melville left London for Scotland ?— I recollect 
no correspondence whatever about it j nor do i be- 
lieve that any correspondence ever existed. 

H^d you at any time been examined by the co'm- 
missicticrs ?- -I had not. 

Was any person on the part of Lord Melville present 
at the composing that deed in London ?---Thcfe was 
not.' 

12 
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Whit WM done in consequence of that deed ?-'-I do 
not ntoollect any thing that was done in consequeiice 
df that, I do not know what i$ alluded to. 

Whether, in point of &ct» any books and actouDts 
«CK 4e6troyedj^ or had been destroyed, either i»evi- 
#U8 tp, or subsequent to that deed ? — Subsequent to 
the deed, I thought it no longer necessary to preserve 
Lord Melville's vouchers. 

Previous to the deed? — Previous to the deed I do 
nmt recollect any being destroyed. 
. Qutstion hy a Lird.--^ljtt the deed be referred to ? 

Then the following extract from the release before 
delivered ki was read, and is as follows : 

** And they have either mutually delivered up to 
^* each other» or resolved and agreed mutually to can- 
•* eel and destroy all the vouchers or other memo* 
^ randum^ and writings, that at any time heretofore 
^^ may have existed^ passed, or b^en interchanged 
«< between them, relative to the said accounts, and 
*^ the diflferent items and articles of which the said 
<< accounts are composed or consist/' 

You having aiccnded to the recital of the deed i 
atate whether, as it is put in the alternative, either 
that they had been destroyed^ or were resolved to be 
destroyed, whether, to your knowledge, there bid 
been any books or accounts delivered up or destroyed 
pravtous to the execution of that deed? — ^I do not 
know it I .but4 believe ix>rd Melville seldom kept his 
vouchers at all ; with regard to myself^ I had destroy- 
ed iy> voucher previous to that time. 

The quesriofl'ls, whether you had, previous to the 
execution c^this deed, delivered up or destroyed 9ny 
beaks m accounts referable to the subject of that re- 
kaae l-^ had jpot» to the best of my recollection. 
. Hl^ve youy subsequent to that time ?•— I have, as I 
tlM«i^t It no longer necessary to preserve them» that 
J>ehig thai object « getting a release. 

How soM after/^tng in po^ession of a salary ci 
5«o/. » VMT, did jm find yourself to be in a a)ndttioa 
to be a um^ ^ ^^M^y ?— I explained to this court 
yesteiday, that I w^s ^ut in possession of a sum of 
money gs soon as 1 1^9^ appomted to the office, by 
which I was etiable^ to become a lender of money. 
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You have stated that you made' a prOpo^oh t» 
Lord Melville, which his lordship indignantly i^je(:t* 
cd» Did you ever make any such proposition mort 
than that one time?— 1 never did. 

I>id Lord Melville ever allude to that pfop^sldoii 
afterwards ? — ^I do not recollect that his lordstap ew* 
did. 

Did Lord Melville ever say any thing to you subst^ 
quent to the time of your having made that prOpo- 
sition> from whence you collected a ^ppositton <M 
the part of his lordship, that you were so using the 
public money ?— Never. 

Does the paymaster of the Navy give any security^ 
— None. 

Do you know whether^ In the course of office, the 
treasurer of the navy takes any oath? — ^I believe 
none. 

You have said, that Lord Melville was charged 
interest upon the money advanced upon this India 
Stock at the time when the interest was greater 
than the dividend; can you point out at what 
time that interest was charged ?— The honour- 
able manager has ^ewn that the interest very 
nearly corresponded with the dividend, and, conse- 
qutetly» no sum could be charged ; but, to the beit 
of my rtcojlection, there wns only 13,506/. of that 
stock, instead of 14,500/. upon which the honoarable 
manager has calculated ; in which cale, the interest 
would have exceeded the dividend^ and, of course, I 
debited his lordship with onea and credited him with 
the other. 

Haying stated, that you, in fact, did charge in- 
terest, that must have arisen from the Interest being 
greater ^aii the dividend ; will that fact depend noon 
whether you are or arc not mistaken with regard to 
the sum being 13,50c/. or 14,50c/. ?-^No, it may be 
from an error of the present moment in m^ eateulalion, 
because I did not debit Lord Melville with the specie 
fie overplus, but I debited him with the interest, and 
credited him the dividends 5 by which, it arose in my 
mind at the moment I spoke, that the interest, was 
greater tblin the dividend; and, of course, from that 
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iupqner of entering the interest and the dividend, it 
became a charge upon Lord Melville. 
• Po you know the date of the appointment of the 
naval commissioners } — 1 do not. 

Do you recollect when the naval commissioners issu- 
ed their precept to the navy pay office for the return of 
their balances ?— ^I do not recollect it at this moment. 

Do you rtcolkct at what time, or within a month 
of th« time, when the rcrum v^as made to the com- 
missioners of naval inquiry, requiring the balances of 
the navy pay office J — i bat return was made, I believe, 
in the month of January 18031 ^^^^ ^^^^ precept had 
beep issued many months before, 1 believe. 

How soon was that return made before you gave 
directions for the execution of this release ? — A very 
short time, I believe, 

At'the time you was so anxious to have this release 
executed, were you acquainted that Lord Melville 
was supposed to be in. a declining state of heaJth ? — 
If the fact was so, I was undoubtedly acquainted with 
it; but I do not recollect at this moment that that 
wf ighed upon my mind. 

Had the knowledge of that return any effect on your 
mind in procuring this release ?-^l believe it had. 

Whether, at the time that you received permission 
from I>ord Melville to draw the public money from 
the bank, and to place it in your own name, in the 
hand of Messrs* Coutts i whether, either at the time 
jou received. that permission, or at any subsequent 
time, you received any injunction from his lordship 
not to apply any part of that money to your own use ? 
•tr-I received no such injunction ; but I received no 
prohibition; I rhean, 1 received no permission to 
do so. 

Whether your reason for not repeating the propo- 
ation was not the fear of giving offence-to the noble 
lord ?— •! was afraid of giving offence to the noble 
lord 5 and that it would induce hh lordship to relin- 
quish an advantage which I was in hopes his lordship 
would ultimately derive from it. 

Whether, though no such permission had been 
given by Lord Melville for the removal of money 
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Troih the bank to Ulessrs. Coutts's, you could not 
nevertheless have applied the money to your own use ? 
— I answered that question yesterday, by saying, I 
could certainly have done so, though I might have 
looked upon it as still a greater act of delinqency upoh 
my part. 

You have said that first idea of a proposition of k 
release arose from the conversation between Lord Mel- 
ville and yourself, can you assign any date to that 
conversation ?— -I believe it was as far back as our 
general settlement in the year iSoo. : 

Did you, in that coitversation, pro{)0se that there 
should be instructions and directions for the mutustl 
destruction of vouchers ?— I nev^er mentioned that 
clause in the release to his lordship, nor did I recol- 
lect that such .clause existed in that lease, till I was 
reading it over at the time the honourable manager 
called upon me to read it; so little impression h^d It 
made upon my mind, and so little meaning had I in 
desiring it to be put in. 

You say that the interest fell short of the dividends j 
do you mean that the dividend upon the stock did not 
produce such a sum of money as the interest upon the 
money lent ? — That was the impression of my mind 
when I spoke yesterday; but that was upon a calcula- 
tion which I made yesterday, which I find, that al* 
though erroneous, is not materially so; only lo/., t 
believe. 

Were any of those accounts and vouchers, which it 
was the object of the release to have mutually de- 
stroyed or given up at that time, in the hands of Lord 
Melville ? — Lord Melville delivered rio vouchers to 
me ; and I do not know whether he has destroyed 
them at this moment, or possesses them or not; I, 
know nothitig of them. 

What was the hanie of that solicitor aiid friend who 
prepared this deed ? — Mr. John Spottiswoode of Sack^ 
ville-street. 

Whether that gehtlemaii was not generally employr 
ed in law affairs respecting Scotch property ?— He was^ 
I beli6Ve. » 

' Whether that Mr. Spottiswoode was not a inaji oi 
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coii$idera]bte ctfi»c©c© in hi$ pr^ftwon}—^Ht wti 

of considerable eminence* and #i most etpjnent cha* 
racter. 

Whether it consists with your knowledge, that that 
release w^s drawn by Mr. Spottiswoodc according to 
his own professional knowledge, as to what would b^ 
the right form of su<ph a release j or whether any di- 
rection was given by you, with respect to any clause^ 
that should be inserted in it?— 1 gave no specific 
directions respecting that clause^ but, we had a con* 
versation upon it; I am sure it must have proceeded 
from his advice, -although I do not recollect that 
neither. 

Whether that clause in the release, that states the 
consent of both parties to the reefistration of that in* 
strumcnt in the publip records of Scotland, was sugr 
gested by you or by Nfr- Spottisv^^oode ?— -I know so 
little of deeds of that description, that J did pot know 
that such a clause was in the deed. 

Whether it consists with your knowledge, th^tac- 
cprding to that clause this instrument is or is not to be 
publicly recorded ? — I Have never taken any steps to* 
w^rds having it publicly rccordpdj jf it has been 
publicly recorded, it must hayc bcgn by Mr. Spottis- 
woodc, before it came to niy hands. 

Having stated that the iptjniatiop wliicji yeu had 
receive^ frorn tl^e comipiswpers had aq ppi^ratipn 
upon your mind, when you directed the r^Ieas^ to \>t 

Ef^par^d, w^s phat fact or pjirpuro^l^pe, to your 
nowJedge, communicated to I/>rd Melville; I mjeap 
the operation of that xxBort your mind ?— rl dp not 
recollect that J ever ?t^ted any thing upon thft subjecf 
fo Lord Melville. 

l3o you kno^ whether any othpf pcf sop cvef stafed 
po Lord Meivilje, that on account ©f that transaction 
^itji phc popjipjgsipners, it wouk^ bp expedient ^hat 
5uch a release as this should be executed f— ffo su.cl> 
jfapt consists with niy knowledg^c. 

^hen yoti cpnjmynicatfd to JLpfd MrfviHe youf 
advice that tiie money shquld ^ rcmoyf 4 ff^W the 
t>an^ \q 'i^j. Goutts*s shpp, bad you at thjat time 
jf^f);ncd ^py iplentigp pf applying th^ iponey to priv^e 
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patfcms}— It is not impdsdbte thst t had m^Ab use 
of the public money before that time ; but I had it 
not in contemplation, to the best of my remembrance, 
that this would add any facility to my doing so in fu- 
ture after that time. 

How long was it after the mcMicy had been placed at 
Coutts's, that you first began to employ it in the va- 
rious ways in which you have stated you did employ it 
for your private use and benefit? — I believe I had began 
to enaploy it before it had gone there ; and I continued 
it after it had gone there ; there was no interruption 
that I know ou 

y ow have $tated that it would appear from the chest 
apcount, and the account current, that the public 
money had been applied ^ and you have also stated, 
that when you presented the accounts to Lord Mel- 
ville, Ivord Melvile did not examine the accounts in 
your presence ; did you ever call the attention of Lord 
Melville to the items of the accounts so delivered, as 
^tems that would shew that he applied the public 
money to private use and benefit ? — I do not recollect 
that I ever did or made any observation of that nature 
to bis Lordship, 

Then, are we to understand that you being the pay- 
master of Lord Melville, and yourself apprized that 
you were applying public money for private purposes, 
sneered Lpj^u Melville to take those accounts into 
bis possession, without suggesting to him that such 
matter would appear from examination of the ac- 
counts?— As Lprd Melville never communicated to 
me the application which be meant to make of 
fhesc sums, J did not think myself at Hbertv to make 
smy observation to his lordship upon toat trans* 
^ctioq. 

Having stated that you frequently drew upon the 
t)ank beyond the amount of the bills assigned for pay- 
ment, wliether you ever distinctly or otherwise com; 
mnaicatjed tbut (ki to Lord Melville?— I was not sen- 
sible $H tiie Itimf that J did it- I never had it in con^ 
teni{>lflKm| whether I drew a greater or a smaller sum 
fhan the bife ^signed for payment; I was guided by 
t))e i^iva lybich 1 found rpajainlug uxH^l^ime4 In my 
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hand, which would not be wanted without making 
any calculation of the sort. I did not mention it to 
Lord Melville, not thinking it at all necessary in the 
general management of the business. 

Having stated that the India stock was invested in 
the name of Lind, was it invested in the name of Lind 
not only for the purpose of being a security for the 
money with which it was purchased, but also for the 
further purpose of inducing Lord Melville to believe 
that the money had been actually furnished by Lmd ? 
— I believe in my evidence yesterday I stated to your 
lordships, thai the document had lately fallen into my 
hands, oy which I found that the stock was originiiiy 
invested in the name of the person who made the pur- 
thase ; that it was some time before it went into the 
name of Mr. Lind. It was during that time that I did 
tiot communicate any thing upon the subject to Lord 
Melville, I believe. 

Was Lord Melville to your knowledge ever ac- 
(juaihted that that stock was in any other name than 
the name of Lind ? — I do not think his lordship ever 
was. 

Having stated that from time to time you presented 
accounts both public and private, to Lord Melville, 
and that when a settlement was asked for, his lord- 
ship postponed from time to time coming to that set- 
tlement, whether there was in point of fact any settle- 
ment till the time of the general release ? — I stated to 
your lordships yesterday, that there was a general set- 
tlc'ment of his lordship's accounts at the time his lord* 
ship left the office in Mj^y 1800. 

Who was it that suggested to you the propriety of 
keeping a chest account? — It was merely giving a 
name to an account whjch I found necessary to raise 
in debiting Lord Melville with that 10,600/., which \ 
found not in the bank when I succeeded Mr. Douglas 
as paymaster. 

Why did you entitle it a chest accoiant ? — I recollect 
nothing of the circumstance; but if I may be allow^ 
ed to suppcse it, I should rather think that Lord MeU 
ville desired me to raise an account, and to call it .si 
chest account, ' * • - - 
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Did Lord Melville explain to you that that sum of 
io,6ob/. was public money? — He did not explain it to 
me, there was no necessity for that, for I knew it to 
be so. • 

You have been stating, that you advanced the 
money with which the India stock was purchased, 
although it stood in the name of Mr. Lind, whether 
you received from Mr. Lind any security for that 
East India stock in his name purchased w^ith your 
money? — I received an acknowledgemei^t to that 
purport. 

^ Did that acknowledgement state for whom the 
purchase was made? — It did not, at least it did not 
mention Lord Melville's name, but my own. 

Whether, if the speculation had succeeded, Lord- 
Melville had any means of getting at this money, es- 
pecially if you were dead ?— -I am free to say it never 
entered my consideration. 

Since you took no acknowledgement from Mr- 
Lind, that the stock was purchased with the public 
money, suppose that speculation had turned out ad- 
vantageously, what security had Lord Melville for the 
fruit of it ? — None ; but my own books having fully 
described the transaction. 

Give a more particular answer to that question ?— 
I do not think I have it in my power to do so. 

No written acknowledgement having been given by 
Lind to you in consequence of the investment of the 
stock in his name, would not Lord Melville have been 
bound to pay the money to Mr. Lind, though Mr. Lind 
had never advanced it ?— I do not recollect any docu- 
^ mentthat passed between us, except an acknowledge-? 
ment -from Mr. Lind, that the 2,000/. stock belongc4 
to me. 

Was there any written acknowledgement given by 
Mr. Lind, that that stock was purchased with your 
money, and not with Mr. Lind's ?— -Yes, there was. 

Whether you did not put Lord Melville in this situr 

, ation of having no advantage from this speculation, 

if it turned out an advantageous speculation, and yet 

to l^ave been a loser, by being compelled, in case' of 

your death, to 'pay this money to Mr. Lind, as if the 



money had been advanced by hini ?— I did not con- 
sider Lord Melville in that situation; die trans* 
action was fully described in my book ; and those 
I have appointed to be my executorsi I am certain 
would have done justice to Lord Melville as well as to 
myself. 

Whether an)r person except yourself in the navy 
pay office received any advantage, directly or indi- 
rectly, from the use of the public money ? — I believe 
that some of the sub-accountants have derived some 
small advantages, but I am not at all acquainted with 
them ; I can speak to nothing but my own trans- 
actions. 

Mr. Robert Trotter, and Sir William Forbes were 
called to prove certain payments by Mr. Alexander 
Trotter to Sir William Forbes and Co. and Mansfield 
and Co. in the years 1787 and 1789, and one of the 
clerks from Messrs. Coutts and Co. proved the state 
of Mr. Trotter's account with that house at various 
periods, and the payments made by Mn Trotter on 
account of Lord Melville's subscription to the loyalty 
loan, the last payment of which was on the a7th Sep- 
tember 1797. 

Mr. Antrobtis proved that on the same day Lord 
Melville executed four several powers to enable 
Messrs. Coutts and Co. to receive the dividends and 
to sell all the stock standing in Lord Melville's name^ 
viz. 12,000/. reduced and consols, ii,2joA loyalty 
loan, and 4,178/. East India stock; and that ho there-, 
upon signed an order in the following words. 

Messrs. Thomas Coutts and Company, 

I have executed powers of attorney in your favor, 
to enable you to receive the dividends, and likewise for 
the sale or consolidated 3 per cents , reduced 3 per 
cents., and 5 per cents. 1797, standing in' my name at 
the bank ; also for my India stock. And i desire that 
^he dividends you will from time to time receive on 
these funds may be placed to the credit of Alexander 
Trotter, Esquire*s, account ; and that you will tajce any 
directions he may at any time give respecting ih? sale 
pf all or any part of these stocks, and apply the prpw 
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di:^ in any matiner he may direct: for which, this fe 
your authority* 

Henry Dundas. 

Somerset-place, 28th September 1797. 

Mr. Antrobns also proved that he and his partners 
held Lord Melville's 13,500/. East India stock and 
7,000/. 3 per cents reduced, subject to the controul of 
Mr. Trotter. 

» It was also proved that in May t8oo, when Lord 
Melville went out of office, Messrs. Coutts and Co. 
advanced 13,000/. upon the security of his lordship and 
his son, and an assignment of the place of keeper of 
the signet in Scotland* 

Tlien Mark Sprot, Esquire, was examined as fol- 
lows:. 

Whether you accepted of the controul over a cer- 
tain sum of India stock, amounting to 13,500/. from 
Mr. Alexander Trotter in the month of May 1800 ? — 
I think I did, but I cannot be certain. 

Did yo]U advance a sum of money upon certain 
stock. East India and other stock, through the soli- 
citations of Mr. Alexander Trotter, at that time ?— 
Tdid. 

To what amount? — I think to 51,700/. I ha^^ 
seen it since to refresh my memory. 

On whose account did you make that advance? — 
To the honourable Robert Saunders Dundas. 

Did you obtain complete power over those stocks 
as your own in consequence of that advance? — I cer- 
tainly bad complete power td have had it whenever I 
pleaded. 

To whom did you pay the 5 1,700/,^ that you have, 
mentioned ? — I paid it to Alexander Trotter. 

Did you receive a draft, or the produce of a draft of 
Lord Melville, to the amount of 1,427/. to even the 
. account between the loan and the stock you had re- 
ceived as a pledge for that loan ?-— I never received a 
draft of Lord Melville. 

Did yoti receive a sum of 1,427/* in order to make 
that even f — I received it from Mr. Alexander Trotter, 
as far as iBy memory goes. 
Cannot you refer to your banking book, in which 
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you have the exact amount of the sum ? turn to the 
book> May iid 1800? — I have not got the book 
here. 

Do you recollect that you did receive that ram of 
1,427/. lu. II J.? — I do. 

Do you know from whom you received that ? — I 
think, from the best of my knowledge, it was from 
Alexander Trotter ; I am sure it was. 

On whose account did you receive it ?— On the ho- 
nourable Robert Saunders Dundas s account. 

Did you transact money business largely at any time 
for Mr. Alexander Trotter? — I have borrow,cd money 
of Mr. Alexander Trotter, and have lent him consi- 
derable sums ; large sums. 

Did you ever purchase navy or victualling bills, or 
other government securities for Alexander Trotter, 
and for his benefit and advantage ?-— I once purchased 
navy bills to the amount, I said, of ten or twelve thou- 
sand pounds ; but I find in a book I have found since, 
there is an account of the navy I purchased tor him. 

Refer to your book and state what is the quantity of 
navy bills you so purchased ? — That would take up a 
long time to do. 

Whether the navy bills you so purchased for Alex- 
ander Trotter at any time, were ever at a discount? 
— I have no memory of that. 

Do you recollect Alexander Trotter borrowing a 
sum of Money of you in preference to the sale of his 
navy bills ? — I remember his borrowing money of 
me, a considerable sum ; I have reason to think ic 
was to prevent his selling his navy bills. 

^ Cross-examined. 

Had you any pecuniary transactions with Lord 
Melville in your Life ? — Never. 

Have you any acquaintance with Lord Melville r— 
A very slight one. I have had the honour two or 
three times of being,in Lord Melville's company; but 
never a word of money or any thing of that kind 
passed. 

Were not you applied to by Mr. Trotter in iSpa 
to advance money to him on certain stt)Gk r-T*I was. 



State the particulars of that transaction to the be$6^ 
of your recollection, and with whom it was ? — Mr. 
Trotter told me that he wished I would do him the 
favour of lending him upon India stock and reduced 
Ipyalty stock ; Lagreed to lend it him. He proposed 
for me to lend it to the honourable Robert Dundas : I 
then had a meeting with the honoyrble Robert Dun- 
das, and I said I would not lend it upon heavy stock, 
such as India and loplty too, which was a heavy stock; 
but that I wished to lend it upon three per cent, con- 
spls and Indja. The sum wanted was fifty thousand 
odd pounds, upon which I had a meeting with him 
next day, and that 1,400/. mentioned was to reduce 
the stock that the dividend of India and the dividend 
of loyalty should be five per cent* equal to the sum 
lent five cent. 

Then was it upon that account that you received 
from Mr. Trotter one thousand four hundred and 
twenty-seven pounds eleven shiUings and eleven 
pence ?— It was. 

Had you any intercourse with Lord Melville during 
the course of that transaction ? — None. 

Was the stock disposed of or not ?— It was rather 
long-winded ; I was anxious to get my money : I had 
stayed two or three years, and 1 wrote either to tb#l 
honourable Robert Sanders Dundas or to Mr. Trotter, 
begging permission to sell the stock -, for I did not 



think things were clear. 

Look at that paper put into your hand ; is that 
your hand-writing ? — It is -, and this can tell the very 
d^ates. 

Was that paper written by you at the'time of the 
transaction ? — It was. 

Can you, by having your memory refreshed from 
that paper, specify the particulars of the transaction r 
— Yes I can : the sum of India stock was 1.4,500/., 
which was valued at the price of the day, 210/. y the 
consols 35,529/. IS. 3^., valued at 60/., that made 
51,767/. 155. The sum that I lent there is interest 
Uom the: 21SC of May, 1800 to the 21st of May> i8oi,. 
2,588/. js. 9^. Ihen there is tash paid Alexander: 
'Crofter 3.Qib. Oaofcfer i this was to bring the iuterast 
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to a data. I retticmber Mr. Trotter said, you have 
got this 1,400 odd pounds, now the interest will brings 
it to this date ; to the 30th of October it makes the 
interest 5 per cent, and the interest of the sum lent 
5 per cent. 

You say you have had various money transactions 
with Mr. Trotter, 4ending money and l)orn>wing mo- 
ney ; whether these money transactions with Mr. 
Alexander Trotter were not all entirely upon Mr. 
Alexander Trotter's own account? — His own account. 

Have you any knowledge or belief that any other 

Serson whatever was concerned in this transaction ? — 
fone, 

Or that they were for the benefit or advantage of 
any other person ?— None. 

The witness should be confined to his knowledge ? 
-—1 do not know it of my own knowledge. 

Question by Cb««j^/.— Whether you had any know- 
ledge, at the time of these transactions, that the mo- 
ney advanced to you at different times by Mr. Alex- 
ander Trotter was public money 1 — None : I might 
surmise and conjecture, as he was paymaster of the 
navy, but I had no knowledge of it. 

Had you any knowledge of Mr. Trotter and his 
ibnnections, and whether his nearest connections 
were not persons in considerable opulence ? — Mr. 
Coutts*s fether and Mr. Trotter's father were partners. 
Mr. Trotter*s brother is a partner in the house of 
Thomas Coutts and Company ; and he has a brother 
of considerable fortune ; and he has several very con- 
siderable connections* And I having put my stock, 
as a security to Mr. Trotter, into Coutts's name, 1 was 
led to think it might be Mr. Coutts's money. I had 
borrowed money, and have money of him now upon 
government security, and did not know whether Alex- 
andier Trotter mignt not be the channel of convey- 
ance. 

QueJtion hy a Manager. — Have you any knowledge 
that this sum of money so advanced by loan to the . 
amount of fifty-one thousand odd hundred pounds was 
for Lord Melville? * 

Quesiiim by Counsel. — The witness has already said,. 
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that he had never any conference with Lord Melville, 
therefore, whatever he knows must' be upon the infor- 
mation of others?— -I am not certain of that: neither 
could I upon my oath say whether Mr. Trotter men- 
tioned Lord Melville*^ name or not. 

Question hy a Manager. — Do you know, of your 
own knowledge, whether this money was advanced 
for Lord Melville's purposes or not ?— I do not know. 

What was the nature of the security you received 
beside the stock itself? — A missive letter Mr. Robert 
Dunda^ gave me, saying he had borrowed so much 
money upon that stock ; *and I engaged to account to 
him for the dividends; and he was to allow me inte- , 
rest for the money. 

Then Mr. John Mehcux was' examine as follows : — 

Are you an officer at the board of controul for the 
affairs of India? — ^T am. 

'How long have you held any situation there?— 
From the first estabfishraent'of that board, in Septem- 
ber 1784. 

:' Who was president of that board, at the time you 
first took your seat there ? — ^The late Lord Sydney. 

Who succeeded Lord Sydney 1 — Lord Qrenville. 

Who succeeded Lord Grenville ?-7-Lord Melville. 

How long did Lord Melville continue in that 
situation? — From 1793, till the 19th of May, "I 
believe, i8oi. 

Did you receive a salary for Lord Melville as presi- 
dent of the board of controul after the time that his 
salary was annexed to that office ? — No, not from that 
time. 

Did you ever receive the salary foi" Lord Melville ? — 
1 do not know that 1 did ever absolutely receive it, 
because I received the whole sum of money for the 
payment of the office at the India-house, and paid 
Lord Melville's proportion of it on JLord Melville's 
account into Drummond's house. 

Did you p^iy any proportion of j|: to any other per- 
son — Never. 

Cross-examined. - ' ' \ 

Qticftion hp Counsek — When did Lord MclviHiif 
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become president of the board of controul ? — From 
the moment he first entered that office he began to do 
duty. 

When was that?— From September 1784. 

From September 1784 till May i8oi Lord Melville 
did the whole business of that extensive department ? , 
— I may say he did almost exclusively ; I might almost 
go further, and say quite, with the other members that 
were of the board junior to him. 

Was the business of the office at that time, and 
particularly at the first periods of it, a business that 
required very great and constant attention ?^ — Very- 
great and constant, without any salary, I believe, till 

^793- 
Then for the fir ft nine years of that time Lord 

Melville executed the duties of that extensive depart- 
ment without any salary at all ? — Without any salary 
whatever.^ 

Do you recollect that that was the period when- the 
first establishment took place of the board of con- 
troul, 1784? — Ce;rtainly, and I believe they first met 
on the 3d of September 1784 at the treasury. 

• Then the Right Honourable Charles Bragge Ba* 
thurst was called in, and being sworn, >ya9 examined 
as follows: 

Were you at^any time treasurer of the navy •'^— 
I was. , * 

.When were you appointed to that office? — In No- 
vember 1801, I think. 

How long did you continue in that office?— Till 
the spring of i8qj. 

Who was your paymaster during that time? — Mr. 
Trotter. 

Where was the public money belonging to the navy 
pay office lodged when you first accepted the office 
of treasurer of the navy ? — 1 have no means of stating 
that. 

Do you know whether all the money., was lodged in 
the bank of England, or elsewhere? — ^I qeitainJy 
know nothing of tjiat. 

Did you discover chat all the inoney belonging to 



the navy pay ofHoe, during the time of your holding 
that office, that the public money was not lodged in 
the bank, or any part of it ? — I was so informed by Mn 
Trotter, my paymaster. 

Did you receive that information originally from 
Mr. Trotter ?— I did. 

At what time did Mr. Trotter give you that 
information ? — I believe, on my first entrance into the 
office; perhaps I should state that I understood it tQ 
apply only to a small part, which it was found neces- 
$ary for the convenience of the office to deposit in 
the hands of a private banker^ instead of the whole 
remaining In the bank. 

Did you direct the discontinuance of that practice? 
I did in the course of my holding that office. 

At what time did you direct that discontinuance ? 
—In the course of the summer of the year 1 802. 

Was your order complied with i — It was. 

Were any representations made to you, or any 
remonstrances on the discontinuance of that prac- 
tice ? — Does the question mean to apply to the tinie 
previous or afterwards. 

Previous? — Representations were made to me of 
the convenience supposed to accrue to the office, 
from the practice which I understood had prevailed, 
of keeping small sums of money in the hands of a 
private banker. 

Do you know what were the sums of money, or 
did you inquire what they were, which were so kept 
• in the hands of a privscte banker ? — I did not. 

Did you receive any representations upon the incon- 
tenience arising from the money being replaced at the 
bank, after such order of yours had been executed ? 
—I am not aware of any such representations, nor do 
I believe that any such were made to me. 

Are you acquainted with any inconvenience which 
resulted from the execution of your orders ?r-Cer- 
tainly not, personally ; the office was conducted 
during my time by the paymaster, and unless, upor^ 
extraordinary occasions, representations were not made 
to the treasurer, I believe certainly none such were made 
to me, by any person iri any department in the office, 
or by^any person having any demands upon the office. 
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What are th« ciuties of the treasurer of the navy ' 
—1 rtiust submit to your lordship, that I held that 
office for the space of about eighteen months j that I 
have been out of that office for three years ; and that 
your lordships are already apprized of the manner in- 
which "that ' office is conducted, I will now atiswet 
any question the honourable manager may put to me. 

What duties did you execute as treasurer of the 
tiavy ?— Your lordships have been already informed, 
that it had been the practice of my predecessor, I find 
that it had been the practice of the noble Viscount 
kt your lordships' bar, it had been the practice of 
another member of your lordships' house, whom I 
succeeded, Mr. Ryder, to delegate all the power of 
issuing and receiving money from the bank to the 
paymasters; that was done by a general power of 
attorney ; consequently^ all the payment transactions, 
which I presume are more immediately the subject of 
jrour lordships* inquiry, were conducted and made by 
the paymaster, the references were made to me in 
particular cases, and in other branches of the office, 
not relating to the payment of money, and in a variety 
if>f other transactions, references were made to mc 
sometimes daily, sometimes at considerable intervals ; 
but with respect to the payment and receipt of money, 
in all the various branches of the office, that was con- 
ducted entirely by the paymaster. 

The Commons then presume they are to understand, 
from the answer last given, that the paymaster acted 
for the treasurer in all payments, under a general 
power of attorney, and acted in all the routine of 
business, with regard to receipts and payments of 
Aioney, without the interference of the treasurer? — 
He did so, except in a case of any extraordinary 
refjerence that might be made to the treasurer. 

JDid he perform all the principal duties of the 
office ? — Certainly so. 

Did Mr. Trotter continue to be your paymaster to 
ihe conclusion of your treasurership I — He did. 
Cross-examined. 

Question by Cw«j^/*— Whether payments in vciy 
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«mill sums, under twenty shiUmgs^ are not daily mad^ 
in the. office to sailors and their relatives ?— Fronj 
what i have stated -already^i your lordships will per- 
ceive it is not in my power personally to answer that 
question. 

Was it not in the course of office that they should 
be paid in that manner?— I have no other means of 
answering that question th^n a persuasion that there 
must he small sums, and of course, that small 
demands would be paid. 

Which department of the payment of seamen*^ 
wages in London arise in? — In one of the sub* 
accountants I apprehend, and not of the paymaster 
persqpally. 

The sub-accountant receiving a supply from the 
paymaster ?-^The supply received from the pay* 
master I apprehend to be in advances of soqae magni- 
tude, supposed to be adequate to the demands in that 
department for a limited time^ 

Do you know whether, posterior to the alterations 
you made in the summer of 18.02, those small pay- 
ments continued the same afterwards as before?- J 
presume they did. 

I understood you to state, that the general dutie? 
and business of the office, especially with respect to 
receipts and payments, were delegated altogether Xq 
the paynjaster, and that you did not interfere in thai 
business, except when your attention was called to it 
by reference; by whom was the reference made, to 
you, when your attention was called to any of the 
business that was; going on? — Always by the pay- 
master, if he wa^ in the office ; jf he was absent, a$ 
he was a short time during the tinie I remained in the 
office, it wouW probably be made by Mr, WiUoUi 
lyho acte4 in his absence for him. 

Question hy ^^anagm. -^Wzs it a part of yoiir duty 
M treasurer of the navy, and had you the power ancj 
controul oyer, the paymaster? — Certainly; I CQja^i- 
4^x^i the paynaftster a« wy imowdiatc ^e^)aty, for 
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whose acts I am responsible, and who is removable, 1 
understood at a moment. 

Was it in consequtence of the duty cast upon you, 
and the authority you were invested with, that you 
made that order, to discontinue the money being in the 
hands of a private banker, and not in the bank ?— 
Certainly ; in consequence of the power I conceived I 
had over the whole of that office. 

Do you know of your\own knowledge, whether the 
paymaster ever made any siiiall payments with his 
own hands ? — The whole subject or payments is totally 
out of my personal knowledge. 

' We wish to understand whether the payment of 
thpse small sums of money, according to the eourse 
and practice of the office, was in the hands of the 
paymaster, and at his disposition -, or in the hands of 
the sub-accountants ?-r"I apprehend it to be made by 
the sub-accountants. 

Theh the jlight Honourable George Tierney was 
called in, and being sworn, was examined as follows : 

Were you at anytime treasurer of the navy? — I 
was. 

Wheii did you , undertake that office ?— -Sometime 
towards the end of the month of May 1803. 

Did you execute the duties of that office person- 
ally ?-r-I did during the time I had the honour'to 
hold that office, all that I conceived it incumbent 
upon me to do in the discharge of the duties of it ; 
that is, I gave to the office my general and pretty con- 
stant superintendance. 

Did you give a power of attorney to any person to 
execute the duties of .the office as paymaster? — I did, 
in the first instance, to Mr. Alexander Trotter, whom I 
found in possession of th^t office, and who had held it 
for a number of years preceding the time of my' ap^ 
poihtment, and afterwards at the distance of about a 
month or siic weeks I removed Mr. Trotter for the 
purpose of appointing another eentleman, Mr. |^atha,m* 

Did Mr. J^atham execute the duties pf the office of 
paynias}:er during the time you held the office ?-«He 
flid till I resigned'the office in the mohthof May i8q+, 
• Ha4 he fall authprity t© draw for all the public cash' 
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as paymaster? — He acted under the same power 
\?rhich preceding paymasters had acted undv.*r; at 
least, my direction was, that the power to him should 
be so drawn. 

In the absence of Mr. Latham who would have* i 
been, according to the course of practice in the office, 
to execute his office ? — It was one of the inconve-' 
niences which I found in the office, that if the pay-' 
master were occasionally absent there was no officer 
in that department who officially would have suc- 
ceeded him, consequently the burden of the office 
would have fallen personnally upon myself, as far ais' 
reilated to drawing upon the Bank of England. 

Had any other person authority from you to draw 
the public money except Mr. Trotter in the first in- 
stance, and Mr. Latham in the second ? — No other 
person whatever. 

Was any alteration made during your treasurer- 
ship in the manner of conducting the business with 
respect to drawing money from the Bank of Enghnd ? 
— A very considerable alteration took place almost 
immediately upon the appointment of Mr. Latham, 
an alteration for which I was indebted to a suggestion 
of Mr. Trotter. 

Was any thing done by way of communication frorti 
Mu Trotter to you, as to altering the mode of placing 
money to the account of the sub-accountants in the 
Bank of England ? — The alteration which took place 
under my direction was this, that heretofore it had 
been the custom for the sub-accountants to wait upon 
the paymaster in the morning, stating what sum they 
should probably want in order to carry on the .current 
transactions of the day, and upon this representation a 
draft was drawn upon the bank and messengers dis- 
patched with it, who came back bringing home the 
money, which was delivered to the sub-accountant; 
the alteration I made was this, that when a sub- 
accountant applied to the paymaster for a sum of 
money, no such proceeding took place as a draft being 
given by the paymaster upon the Bank of England j 
the mode to obviate that necessity adppted by me was 
this, that four difEfrent accounts were raised at the 



bank in the name of the foxir principal clerks wha had 
the payment at the money, and these accounts^being 
80 raised in the bank books instead of their being put 
in cash by the paymasters draft, the paymaster wrote 
to the bank an order stating, write off from- my ac- 
count to the account of the sub-accountant in ques-» 
tion, the sum which he had stated to be necessary for 
carrying on the ordinary payments. 

Do you know whether, in the course of the office,, 
any payment^ are made by the treasurer or his pay- 
roaster ?-^Ccrtainly not : there are some exceptions,, 
but they are very rare. 

, Cross-examine J. 

You arc understood to state, that the alteration 
made, was a direction to write off a sum from one ac- 
count to another account : is that the alteration ? — 
Certainlyt 

You have staled the form of the order that wa& 
eiven upon that occasion : please to repeat what the 
form or the order was? — The form of the order to the 
bank was, to the best of my recollection ; but I have 
not had possesskm of one of these drafts for two yearsi^ 
it was, ** Write off from my account, to the account 
of Mr* Swaffield^ Mr. Davis, Mr. Slade, or Mr. John 
Swafficld, such a sum." The bank would then obey 
that instruction 5 and that sub-accountant would find 
)un^elf possessed of a sum at the bank for which he 
might draw as should appear to him to be convenienL 

I presume that was the whole form of the draft, as 
j^tear as you can xecollect^ that was given upon that 
occasion ? — My recollection does not furnish me with 
any other answer. 

Whether the drafts went on to specify any head of 
$ervice, or only in general terms to have it writ off 
from one account to another ? — To the best of my re- 
collection it would be unnecessary so to do, because 
the account was opened at the bank in the name of 
the sub-accountant, stating for what particular branch; 
therefore to write off^ e;^plained what the nature of 
the payment was to be. 

Pid the sul>T^ccoantaot koep uny official or piiyate. 



account at the bank?— I know of bo otW a<!c0unt» 
than the accounts to which I have alluded. 

Prior to the order in question, was it usual fear the 
sub-accountantants to keep an official account at the 
bank> or such an account as they might keep arijr 
whcr6 else? — I apprehend that, officially, the sub- 
accountants kept no account at the bank : what they . 
might do for their individual convenience is that of 
which I have no cognizance; 

Individuals might keep an account at the bank^ but 
that was not an official account ?— 1 understand it so. 

After the alteration took place, did it still conlinve 
to be the usage of the office to make small payments 
in cash at Somerset House? — I apprehend that new 
regulation, which I have endeavoured to describe, 
created no alteration whatever in the practice of the 
office, but only effected the mode of bringing moSey 
from the bank to the office. 

Do you know that small payments to a consider*- 
able amount were made daily at th« office at Somerset 
House in the proper departments ? — I know it as well" 
as i can know any thing which i did not actually see^ 
I apprehend there is not the least doubt upon the. 
subject, but not having seen the actual payments 
made, I cannot undertake to swear to^t. 

Yo are understood to say, that you gave a power 
of attorney first to Mr. Trotter, and afterwards to Mr, 
Latham, to execute the duty of paymaster, and to aCt 
as your deputy ?— I did. 

After that, was the general detail of all receipts 
and payments left to that officer? — The general detail 
of receipts and payments was left to that officer. J 
frequently superintended the^ nature of the accounts, 
and having, from time to time, references made to me 
upon any difficulties that might occur; and I might 
state nx)re than that, that I held it my duty, whether 
difficulties occurred or not, as much as possible t^ 
superintend the- general state of the cash at the 
office. 

Was the detail of the business of receipts and pay* 
pients of each day done by the paymaster ? — Certainly, 
iinless any payment wa; clainaed about whi<;h thfri? 
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nugbt be some doubt. All the ordinary payments 
vera made in the way the learned counsel supposes. 

Various other witnesses were examined on the part 
of the prosecution, but the preceding statement cor- 
tains the whole of the evidence material to support 
the charges contained in the articles. 

The Solicitor General (Sir Samuel Romilly) ob- 
served upon the evidence, adduced by the Commons,.^ 
in a speech of considerable length and great, ability •, 
after adverting to the importance of the case, and the 
nature ot the duties of the Lords and of the commons, 
he said. 

My Lords, the crimes imputed by this impeach- 
ment to the noble Lord are of two kinds; They are : 
offences against the common law, and a direct breach 
of a"*po5itive act of parliament, The/rj/ and the tenth 
articles relate only to offences at the common law. 
All the other articles comprize in them offences at 
thr common law, and likewise violations of the act 
of parliament. 

The /rj/ and the tenti articles are in substance the 
same ; except that the first article charges the noble 
lord with having declared in the House of Commons, 
that he would not reveal the application of a large sum 
of public money in his. hands. And the teniA article 
does not contain any such charge. All the evidence 
which applies to oiie of them applies to the other of 
those charges ; and, my Lords, the sending up to the 
House of Lords the supplementary article of impeach- 
ment was a proceeding merely of fairness and indul- 
gence to the noble lord.* 

The first article had charged that the defendant, 
before the act of parliament, had applied to his own 
emolument large sums of public money, which had 
come to his hands, and a particular sum. of 10,000/. 
was mentioned in that article. The Commons were 
in possession of evidence, to prove that the noble lord 
had possessed himself of much larger sums than that 
sum of 10,000/. ; and they might uaquesnonably have 

r * It was sent up after Lord Melville had pat in his ausirer to 
the other articles. 
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given evidence of all the sums, of which they have 
now given evidence, before your lordships, under that 
^rj/ article ; but as they conceived it was possible the 
noble lord might have his attention directed, and that 
those with whom he advised might have their attention 
directed, to some specific sum of 10,006/. and there- 
fore might not be so weU prepared to defen,d himself 
with respect to the other sums, vvhich they meant . 
to charge him with having applied to his owh use, 
they thought it a proceeding only of fairness and of 
candour to the noble lord to carry up another article 
of impeachment, which would particularly direct his! 
attention to all the other sums, which they conceived 
they were in possession of evidence, to shew the noble 
lord had possessed himself of, amounting, altogether 
to the sum of 27,000/. 

My Lords, the offence charged in the frst or fentb 
article then is, that the noble lord, filling a high an^* 
public office, and having received an augmentation of 
his salary upon the express condition that he would 
not^ derive any emolument whatever from the public 
money in his hands ; did, notwithstanding, apply the 
public money to his own use, and made profit of it. 

That is the simple charge contained in the' first 
article ; and then they charge his refusal to answer as 
to the application which he had made of it. — My 
Lords, 1 apprehend that it hardly can be necessary 
for me to state to your lordships, that the offence i&o 
charged is an offence at the common law, provided 
the offence is made out in evidence. An ofBcer re- 
ceiving a salary upon the express condition that he 
will not do a certain act, and afterwards doing those 
acts, is guilty of a breach of his duty as a public of- 
ficer; and as such he is indictable. I apprehend that 
no doubt will be raised in your lordship{> minds upon 
that point. 

It is not my. intention, my Lords, to comment 
upon, or even to state to your lordships all, or evei) 
any great part, of the evidence, which your lordships 
h^ve already been now above eight days in receiving,* 
Jt appear^ to me, that this cau^e may be put upon a 
very (ew peints, which lie in a very narrow compass ; 
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and it will not be necessary for yoi^r lordships to fol 
low us in all the calculations that we have made ; tq 
trace all the different sums in the manner that they 
have been traced by witnesses before your lordships. 
It will by no means be necessary for your lordships tq 
do all this, in order to satisfy your minds that the noblc^ 
lord 18 guilty of the offences with which he is charged. 
It is upon a few facts that I shall rest the case of thq 
prosecutors. 

The Solicitor General then entered into a minute 
detail of the evidence of the bank notes received at 
the e^fchequer, and paid into Messrs. Drummonds, 
V^hich he contended was positive proof that the public 
money had been received by Lord Melville for his 
private advantage, and that, he contended, was clearly 

. a breach of law, as the treasurer was restrained from 
so dping by the terms of his majesty's warrant. He 
then adverted to the admission of Lord Melville to Mr, 
Trotter, and in the House of Commons, that he had 

' Tcceived 10,000/. of the public money; and argued, 
that although the Commons had not proved the pur- 
poses to which that sum had been applied, it must, on 
account of the circumstances proved with respect to 
the two sums of i,qoq/. each, be taken that this 
1 0,000/. was applied by the noble defendant to pur* 
poses of private emolument. 

He also argued, that the declaration by the defen*^ 
dant in the House of Commons, that he would not re» 
veal the purposes to which he applied the money ent 
trusted to hin) by the public, was a breach of his duty 
as a public accountant, a flagrant violation of the law, 
and in itself an impeachable offence. He admitted that, 
under certain circumstances, the constitution had in- 
trusted the ministry with the use of public money, 
^ithout their rendering any account of the applica-r 
tion of it; but then the ministers were under the obli? 
gatiop of an oajh to state that it ha4 been applied fof 
f uch purposes as it was intended for ; but there wpul4 
jbe an end 0/ all these precautions, if a public ministef 
ipf his ovyn authority, under no such sanction, were tq 
te acquitted pf the money intrusted to hip,, upon his 
f)wn ?^5sertron^ that \\ ha4 b?eq applied to pubuc p^r^ 
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poses. A declaration too made under circumstance^ 
of peculiar aggravation, inasmucjh as it was made iii 
the midst of the representatives of the people, in tht 
very sanctuary of liberty. ^ 

My Lords, I shall not occupy any more of youi; 
lordships* time upon the first and tenth articles ; but 
ihall proceed to the other charges against the noble 
lord. All the other facts which are comprised in the 
remaihing articles took place subsequent to passing 
the act in 1786. We accuse the noble lord of having,] 
in violation of that act, suffered money to be drawri 
out of the bank, not for public services, but for the. 
private emolument of his paymaster, Mr. Trotter. We 
then charge the noble lord with having himself partici- 
pated, or rather derived emolument from the money so 
transferred from the bank. 

■ The first offence which 1 have stated is merely an 
oflPeticfe under the act of parliament. The second, as 
we conceive, both in violation of the act, and an of^ 
fence at common law; because the noble lord, sub- 
iequent to the act, as well as before, received the same 
salary of 4000 /. a year, upon the same conditions, and 
for the same purposes. 

He then read several passages from the reports ot 
the commissioners of accounts, and from the act; and 
observed on the permission given by Lord Melville to 
Mr. Trotter, soon after the act had passed, to draw 
the money from the bank, and lodge it at Messrs. 
Coutts and Co.'s, which the solicitor general con- 
tended was clearly a breach of that act of parliament.. 
He then referred to the use Mr. Trotter made of 
this permission. At first, he said, he took put for his 
jprivate purposes only 50,000/. or 60,000 /. This con- 
tinued for some years ; but becoming bolder arid more 
adventurous, your lordships find the balance drawn out 
of the bank by Mr. Trotter rising to the sum of 
100,006/. 200,000/. to 300,000/. -to 350,000/. and,- 
in the last year in which Mr. Trotter was the pay-' 
master of Xord Melville, at the time when Lord Mel- 
ville quitted his oflice, and when it was necessary to- 
make up the public accounts, Mr. Trotter had in hiji, 
tonds, of public money, little less than hairamilUoxi 
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ef mone? ; above 450,000 /. At the fame time the ba- 
lances remaining in Mr. Coutu's hands, upon Mr. 
Trotters account, bore no correspondence with those 
sums ; for when Mr. Trotter had 209,000/. of public 
inonejr, ttansferred by him to Mr. Coucts's, he had 
left in Mr. Coutts's hands only 47,000/. At another 
time, after he had transferred 216,000/. of the public 
money into Mr. Coutts's hands he Had not one shilling 
of public money in Mr. Coutts's hands : nay he had 
overdrawn his account^ and he was debtor to Mr. 
Coutts in the sum of 330/. The whole of this had 
been applied to private purposeSr lent on private secu- 
rities to individuals, or upon government paper, or em- 
barked in the funds. 

The- Solicitor General then stated he should pro- 
ceed to show the advantage which the noble defen- 
dant derived from the use of the public money. He 
first referred to the conversation which took place vi^ith 
Mr. Trotter about the purchase of East India stock, and 
said it was impossible to believe that a man, possessed 
of the noble defendant's understanding and knowledge 
of the world, could have supposed that some person 
should be found, who would lend money to another, 
having no security whatever but that stock in which 
the money was; to be invested, if this, said he, was 
to be proposed by some of those persons who advertise 
in the public newspapers the means they have to en- 
able persons to make fortunes for themselves, would 
you not suppose they were insultmg such persons by 
the proposal? Is it to be supposed that a person not 
having a shilling to advance, can speculate in the 
public funds with 23,000/. giving the stock itself only 
asa security to the person who lends him the money? 
was not the impossibility upon the face of it evi- 
dent. 

If the noble lord was ignorant of it before, was it 
possible he could entertain any doubt, after this, that 
his paymaster was making one advantage of this public 
money ; not from any interest Mr. Coutts might allow 
him from having so large a sum placed in his hands, 
but that he was making a fortune by speculating with 
the public money in the funds, or upon other security. 
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Your lordships wHl find, that befoifie this conrerfiati^ 
had taken place, 61,000/. was the utmost ofthepuhHc 
balanCie that Mr. Trotter had had in his hands. But 
:aftcrwards, 20o>ooo/. 30O>ooq/. 3^0,000/. is tr^nsfere 
jed from : the bank to Mr. Trotter's private accounti 
and all speculated with in the public funds^ in the man- 
ner iq which the small sums had before been spccut 
lated with. i 

He then stated the particulars of the advances naadc 
by Trotter for tb« loyalty loan, the payments to 5ir 
William Forbes and Co. and Mansfield and Co«^ and 
the purchase of 7,000/.; reduced 3 per cent, on account 
of Lord Melville. All of which. he observed upon at 
great length, and argued, that it was impossibly these 
advances could be made without Lord Melville know- 
ing he derived emolumcmt from the public money. 

My Lords, continued he, I have little to add to 
what I have already stated, but upon the destruction 
of the vouchers. The Commons have charged that as 
a substantive offence in the; >npbile Lord. It is to be 
considered in two points of view ; as being in itself an 
ofi^encc, and as :afFujrding. a /Strong presumption, of 
guilt.^ — Your lordships. find thata release was execut-ed 
on the 1 8th February, 1-803, by the noble lord in 
Scotland, and by Mr, Trotter on the 23d of the same 
month in London. ^ 

And in that release is contained a recitil that . the 
parties had mutually delivered up, or had agreed to 
deliver up, and destroy all the vouchers which were^in 
each other's possesaion* The deed does not itself 
make any provision whatever for the destruction/oF 
the vouchers; there is no. obligation, by that instru-; 
raent, imposed upon either party, that they would de- 
stroy VQuchersj, but it merely recites that they had de^ 
stroyed all those vouchers ;, that they had delivered 
up or will destroy them. ^ It. has been said, that there 
were not any vouchers destroyed by the noble lord, Jn 
consequence of that instrument j>eiag executed, oc 
since destroyed. ^ . • ^ 

Now I would give the learned counsel cheir choice : 
upon that subject j either the vouchers were d^ii j 
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stroyed in (ons^c^acnce of that instrument being et* 
ecuted, or they had all been previously destroyed, now 
if they had been previously destroyed they had been 
destroyed before the accounts were scttJed, and be** 
fore the parties had released each othen If it be true^ 
as it has been stated^ that no vouchers were destroyed 
In consequence of this, or subsequently to this, then 
they had all been destroyed while the account was yet 
an unsettled and depending account; when it was 
the interest of each party to preserve those vouchers, 
when it was tnost peculiarly the interest of the noble 
lord to preserve them, because they were the transac* 
tiorts of his agent. The noble lord's vouchers, in pos* 
session of Mr. Trotter, we^e comparatively of no im» 
portance, but the vouchers in the hands of Lord Mel- 
ville were of the utmost importance* They were 
the vouchers, by which he could alone check the ac- 
count of his agent. If these were destroyed before 
the accounts were settled, and the mutual demands 
released^— for what purpose could they be destroyed, 
but for the purpose of destroying all evidence, which 
it was known could never come to light, without 
bringing destruction and ruin on the heads of the 
parties concerned u\ them.-— That the vouchers have 
been destroyed by the noble lord, we have his own 
evidence j— it is d^fclared in the letter written to the 
commissioners of naval inquiry, ^nd which is, upon ' 
ytuT lordships' minutes ; and it was before this ex-» 
amination before the commissioners ; — ^this is a letter 
of the 30th of June, 1804, in which the defendant 
says : — *^ It h more than four years since I left the ' 
** office of treasurer of the navy ; and, at the period of 
*' my so doing, having accounted for every sum cmprest* 
** ed into my hands, 1 transferred the whole existing 
♦* balance to my successor ; from that time I never con- 
•* sidcred any one paper or voucher, that remained 
, •* in my hands, as of the smallest use to myself or any 
** other person ; and, consequently, being often in t« 
" practice, since I retired to JScotland, of employing 
^ occasionally some time in assorting my papcr^5 and 
^destroying those that w«rc useless, I am satisfied 
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*' there does not exist any one material, by which I 
*' could make up such an account as you specify.** 

He then contended, that the destruction of papers, 
and other things to suppress evidence, was always 
held to be a strong inference of guilt. He cited sonfie 
civii cases, where the destruction of papers had 
induced courts of equity to decree accounts most 
strongly against the party destroying them, and 
contended that, in a criminal case, if a tnan were 
indicted for the murder of another, and there were no 
evidence against him, but that which is called cir- 
cumstantial evidence, and if evidence were to be 
produced that the prisoner had destroyed the clothes 
which he Wore upon the clay*upon which the man was 
murdered, a jury would be directed to presume, and 
would presume, that those clothes, so destroyed, had 
been stained with the blood of the man that was mur* 
der^d, and that they had been destroyed only for jhe 
purpose of suppressing that evidence. 
• But, said the Solicitor General, it is not merely 
upon that presumption that your lordships should ace 
I . submit that a man standing in the wtuation in 
which Lord Melville stands, a public accountant, 
a trustee for the publicy a man who had used part of 
the public money, (as he himself states,) not for the 
purposes for which they had been placed in his 
fiands, but for some other purposes, I say it wss 
peculiarly his duty to preserve his accounts; and 
that the destruction of his accounts and vouchers is, 
of itself, a crime which would alone be a just sub* 
jecc of impeachment. 

My Lords, these are all the observarions with 
which I have to trouble your lordships. I have 
akeady trespassed a great deal too much upon your 
lordships* time ; I am extremely sorry that I have done 
it rand if I had known how to have €pmpressed it, 
I should have endeavoured to shorten it. 

On the 13th of May (the eleventh day of the trial) 
Mr. Pluraer entered upon Lord Melville's defence, 
and spoke to the following effect : 

It is now my duty, my Lords, as counsel for my 
Lori^ Melville, to open his defence, la proceeding 
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to the exerdse of which duty, I am sure it wil! 
readily be believed, that I must bring into it all those 
sentiments and feelings which such a situation cannot 
fail to produce. 

My Lords, whatever encouragement I may hope 
to derive from the great indulgence 1 have been 
accustomed most undeservedly to experience from 
your lordships; whatever confidence I cannot but 
persuade myself I ought to derive from the strength 
of the cause which is intrusted to me ; whatever 
reliance I may most assuredly place in the wisdom, 
justice, and impartiality of your lordships, of which 
every day's proceeding has exhibited so dignified and 
striking an example; — still, my lords, it is impossible 
that I shoruld not feel all the anxiety and responsibility 
which belongs to a situation, the duties of which I am 
utterly unable to perform. 

My Lords, it is impossible for me not to recollect 
for whom I have the honour to appear. What have 
been the exalted stations which that iioble person 
lately fiHed; what is his present situation ; and what 
must be the feelings and anxiety of himself, and all to 
whom he is dear at the present moment : — Looking 
to the final issue of this cause, which is to determine 
\vhat will be the close of a life devoted to the public 
service ; and (which is infinitely more valuable to him 
than life itself,) what is to be the final result which is 
to vindicate the honour and character of the noble 
defendant, from the foul reproach under which he has 
so long, and I hope your lordships will finally think, 
so undeservedly, laboured. 

My Lords, the defendant has to encounter diffi- 
culties of no common magnitude ; the charges 
against him have long lain upon the public mind; 
and they have been, with cruel industry, circulated 
and enforced. I hope, my lords, I shall not be un- 
derstood in the least to allude in this to any thing 
that has beeq done by his honourable accusers. 

He is called upon to answer, not for any rnalver- 
sations in those great departments of the state, to 
\vhich all the energies of his mind; in times of the 
greatest peril, from foreign and domestic eneuiies. 
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were applied, but for all the minute details x^f atr 
office, which, by the ancient usage and course of it, 
have been always committed to a subordinate; and 
upon subjects to which neither his natural habits, nor 
bis other occupations could permit him to attend ; 
and this, my lords, after the lapse of a long period of 
time, — after the death of one. of those subordinate?, 
and when the other, in whom he had placed entire 
confidence, h brought forward by his accusers as $c 
witness against him. 

My Lords, before the noble defendant had ever been 
heard in his defence, he was condemned, and sub- 
jected to the most severe and afflicting punishment 
which an honourable mind can sustain. He has now 
the misfortunp to have for his accusers, the knights, 
citizens, and burgesses in parliament assembled, in the 
ndme of themselves, and of all the Commons of the 
united kingdom, — a great and mighty assembly, and 
to whom every possible respect and veneration is 
due — armed with all the extensive powers and pri- 
vileges justly belonging to that great assembly, 
upheld and inforced as they could not fail to be, in tne 
hands of the representatives to whom this great trust 
was committed. 

My Lords, against those representatives he has to 
contend with all the professional and parliamentary 
knowledge and experience ; all that the most splendid 
talents and eloquence, united with the mosc inde- 
fatigable industry and zeal, and a long acquaintance 
with the subject, could produce. 

The accusatory matter is of great extent and 
variety; it is spread over several articles; the evi- 
dence, written and parol, has occupied your lordships 
for many days; and the matter of accusation has been 
pressed against him, not only in the able and eloquent 
speeches which opened and closed the evidence, but 
likewise in all the interlocutory observations, which, 
according to the privilege of the 'managers allowed in 
a proceeding of this nature, has never failed to accom- 
pany every stage of the proceeding. 

My Lords, to all this, it is utterly impossible, 
within alny limits I could hope to have allowed rae, 
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to attempt to offer any dcfent:e or answer ; adtled to 
which, I have been alarmed with an obseriration which 
Preceded the eloquent address which your lordships 
heard when last assembled; a!\d which, I am per- 
suaded, was not meant to convey all thai it might 
possibly, perhaps by a misrepresentation of if| be 
supposed to represent. My lords, I mean the 4)b- 
servation that the honourable managers, and, speaking 
of them, I presume in their representative charactcis, 
that the Commons of the united kingdom were now 
upon their trial. 

My Lords, I feel particularly anxious, that in 
the outset of this business that point should be 
well understood. I am sure it was not the intent 
of the honourable manager, to have it understood 
by that expression, in the least to trenc^h Upon the free 
and unfettered right of judgment upon the charge^ 
Vvithout any reference to the quarter from whence Sic 
accusation comes. I am sure, my Lords, it could not 
have been, it could not be understood to mean, that 
the honour and character of the House of Commons is 
in ahy respect implicated in the result. 

My Lords, under the circumstances in which this 
business stood, when it was originally presented- to 
the public, before the matter had been tuUy explain- 
ed, when it was quite clear that abuses to a con-^ 
saderable extent had been committed by somebody ; 
and when it remained uncertain, from the unfortunate 
circumstances which at that time prevented full know- 
ledge and inquiry into the subject, whether those 
abuses were the authorised acts of the noble defend- 
ant, and had been done with his privity and know- 
ledge, and for his use, benefit, and profit, undoubt- 
edly, my Lords, it did become the Commons of the 
united kingdom to put this in a train of inquiry. 

My Lords, inquiry never was objected to ; on the 
contrary, it has throughout, in every stage. of the 
business, been courted and sought for. It was fit 
Aat the public, whose mind had begun to be exas- 
perated upon this subject, should feel the satisfaction 
of having this matter thoroughly and completely iri- 
yestJgJatcd, in order ibat it might be fully ascertained 



ti^hether tfbo^ abuses were the authorized acts of thp 
de&hdaint, or the unauthorized acts, without bis know 
tedge, of a subordinate to whom the business was, aq* 
cording to the establisbad usage of the office,, en trustecit 
My ix)rds, had the present course of inquiry origii* 
nally occurred to that honourable assembly, I am quite 
sure that what did take place would not have been 
silvered to take place pending that inquiry, because,! 
«n quitJft surcj that in this, country, the proud and 
distinguishing feature of whose character and eonstitu^- 
tion is the pure and impartial administration of justice, 
it never- could have beeti found, that that great asscm-* 
bly collectively, or any one individual in it, should 
have wished, pending the inquiry, to violate the first 
principles of natural justice, which forbid any otie to 
be condemned or punished until he had been fully 
heard. Unfortunately, my Lorcls, a different course 
of proceeding originally proposed, induced those 
gteps to be taken by which criminatory resolu* 
tiodfi against the noble defendant were carried 
up to the foot of the throne, by which he was 
separated from his Majesty's councils, and held out 
as HaWe only to a civil prosecution. Your lordships 
all know, that a criminal proceeding was afterwards 
substituted in the place of a civil one. Now, my 
Lords, I only say, that in the state in which this 
baseness now comes forward, I am sure, if it., were 
• orderly and proper, I might appeal to all the acpusers^ 
t^ift if in the result of this trial, it shall appearj what 
could not and did not appear in the prior stage of the 
business; if it shall ultimately appear, after due in- 
quiry-— after every possible opportunity given to sift 
this matter to the bottom-*~after every obstacle has 
been removed which prevented the principal witness 
against the defendant from being publicly examined^*-*- 
after months have been allowed to examine all v^ritten 
documents*-^after acts of parliament have been made 
to render competent the witness I allude to, and to 
open his mouth, and in the lace of the public to say 
whether these acts were his acts,, or tjfie authorizea 
acts c^ the defendant i I say, if after all this, it shall 
ultimately appear, to the leelings and satisfectbn of 



150 

every body, that the truth is that thesp acts were not 
what they were once believed to be, the authorized 
acts of the defendant, I am persuaded it cannot br the 
vri:>h of any individual that the noble defendant should 
not have the benefit of that testimony ; and that, if ia 
the result it be shewn, that the impeachment in its 
main character and feature, in the principal ground 
and foundation upon which it stood, has been cut 
down and negatived to the full conviction and saris- 
faction of every one, I am persuaded the Commons of 
Great Britain will not find that they are in any respect 
implicated, or their honour or character in the smallest 
degree affected by the result proving favourable to the 
defendant. 

My Lords, I am persuaded that I have still less to 
apprehend from what I ought perhaps to apologize to 
your lordships for adverting to, I mean that most 
extraordinary cause of unauthorized proceedings out 
of parliament, that outrage against the feelings, of 
humanity and justice, pending a criminal inquiry, 
which took place ; not by anonymous libels ; not in 
private; not in indirect terms, to weigh down this 
defendant, about to be brought upon his trialj.but^ 
my Lords, in assemblies convoked by written requi- 
isitions*, couched in a singular manner, in exactly 

• Mr. Plumer heie alluded^ to the rcqiUBitior s addressed to the sheti& 
of di^erent counties, to convoke meetings, to take into consideration 
the matters contained in the Tenth Report of the Commissioners of 
Naval Inquiry; and which requisitions treated the Tenth Report as 
containing conclusive evidence of Lord MeWillc's guilt. These 
jrcetings tovik place before Lord Melville had even been heard in the 
House of Commons, and before Mr. Trotter had thought proper to 
answer. — Most of the requisitions and proceedings thereon maybe 
seen, by referring to the Morning Chronicle of the following dates 1 805 
— April 19th, 20th, 2ist, 24rh, 25th, and 26ih; May ist,3dj 4th, 6th, 
7th, 13th, 14th, 15th, 1 8th, 2oth, 2 1 St, 2 2d, and ^oih. And to the 
fUowiiig coontry papers : Norfolk Chronicle, May i8th, — Norwich 
Mercury, iMay 4th, — Bedfordshire Chronicle, M;»y 2 2d, — Hampshire 
Chronicle, May i8th, — Salisbury and Winchester Journal, June 
74th,-- Kentish Chronicle, May 3 ut,.^Reading Mercury, M«y *oth. 
.»>«*County Chronicle, May 7th. 

A specimen of the style of these requisitions may be seen in the 
appendix. 

It. w8* reported during the trial of Lord Melville, that thoae pecr^ 
who h^i sigaed the re(^uisiuoi)s pould npt bf: allowed tg sit in. judg^ 
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rimilar language, and addressed in every part df 
the kingdom to call forth associated libellers ; to utter 
tfce most false, scandalous, and malicious libels against 
a defendant about to be brought upon his trial, behind 
his hack) in assemblies where it was impossible he 
could be heard ;and not only, my lords, uttered, re-*^ 
peated^ published, but, my lords, to the shame of all 
decency, carried up to the foot of the throne, and re- 
gistered among the records of his accusers. 

My Lords, I am persuaded the just impression of 
these proceedings upon honourable minds, such as I 
have now the honour to address, will be to render 
them more cautious in watching the accusation, in 
comparing it with the proof, and in being quite cer* 
tain that every impression which may imperceptibly, 
by the long acquaintance with this subject in public, 
have crept into the purest mind, will be entirely wiped 
away and obliterated, and as far as is possible the 
mind brought free and pure to the consideration of 
this important subject. 

' My Lords, the course of enquiry which I propose 
to pursue I will now state to your lordships. Called 
upon to answer ten articles ot impeachment, it would 
certainly be competent to the noble defendant if he 
had been so disposed, to have addressed a distinct and 
separate answer to each individual article, and to be 
separately heard upon each. A different course has 
been pursued on the part of the prosecution ; and it 
is not the intention of the defendant to depart from it. 
I shall also follow the example that has been set me, 
particularly the honourable and learned manager, 
whose able address your lordships last heard, by not 
attempting to travel through the immense mass of 
written and parol evidence, and the various crimina- 

mcnt upon the trial ; upon the principle which prevents persons sitting 
as juryman, who ha\re previously given an opinion upon the merits of 
the case. But it does not appear^ 'that the objection which may be 
made to a juryman will operate in the case of a peer of parliament; 
for thirteen of the peers* who signed requisitions of this nature, did 
vote upon Lord Melville's trial, yiz. the Dukes of Norfolk and 
Somerset; the Marquis of Winchester; Earls Derby, Soffblk, 
Co wpfer, Carnarvon, King, Darnley,. and Carlisle ; Lords Grantleyi 
0nndaft,'and St. John. 
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torjr topics that have at any time been aUuded to 
throughout those proceedings, but in rather foHo'wing 
binri in the topics which he has selected for accusation^ 
which he has with great candour stated to your lord* 
ships, were the points meant* to be pressed against the 
defendant, and which he has distinctly stated, was 
done for the purpose of calling your attention to ir^ 
thinking as he very humanely and bonoura^bly sold, 
that it was fair and just to the defendant to draw 
iinder his notice and attention those topics he was ex- 
pected to address in his defence ; and I therefore hope 
that neither on the part of the managers, nor, I aua 
sure, on the part of any one of your lordships, will any 
inferences be drawn to the disadvantage of the defen-* 
dant, if I should omit to notice other points of less ina- 
portance or those that have not been thus pointedly 
selected upon the summing up of the case, and thus 
pointedly prcissed and relied upon. 

The general subject presented to your lordships by 
the ten articles before you, divide themselves into tw^o 
general heads. Two of the articles, the frst and the 
fgniA relate solely and entirely to matters that preceded 
the statute of the 25th of the king, and must therC" 
fore be considered with the reference to the then state 
of the law and the office in question* The other eigAf 
articles relate altogether to matters arising posterior 
to that act of parliament, and therefore involve all the 
questions that can result 'from the consideration not 
only of the law as it stood antecedent to that period, 
but also of all the new obligations which that act of 
parliament had created. In the jfirsf and fetub ar- 
ticles, th6 sole charge is, the corrupt appropriation, to 
his own u§e or to corrupt purposes, or to other thaa 
the naval services^ of the public paoney, imprested to* 
him as treasurer of the navy ; the continuing that, pos- 
terior to the passing of the act of parliament ; and in 
the first article, the declaration made in ^he House of 
Commons upon the subject of it. . 

In thp eight articles.that follow, the criqiinatory mat- 
ter is first in the second, afljcle described as a breach 
pf the act of parliament, considerejj abstractedly witbr 
ggt f efeirence to the use that w^s mad? of thf fpoioeY. 
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tirithdrawn froiti the bank, and deposited at a private 
bank. The mere act of withdrawing it from the ,one 
place to the other^ independent of all reference to the 
corrupt or improper use of it, being in that artiql© 
stated as an offence, as a violation or the act of par? 
liament, as a breach of duty, and a high crime and 
tnisdemeanor. 

My Lords, in all the other seven articles, the with*, 
drawing and the use of the money constitute 'the 
charge, but the corrupt use is united with the charge 
of withdrawing it from the bank for private profit and 
emolument. Your lordships will observe, that in the 
articles it is left a little vague and loose without stat-? 
ing for whose private use and emolument. In additioa 
to that there is contained in the other articles a charge^ 
not indeed a distinct one, but which I nov^ under^ 
stand is meaift to be relied on as constituting a dis* 
tinct offence. The charge of having destroyed 
vouchers, which is stated to be in a public accountant 
itself a crime, besides affording the inferences of cri- 
minality and guilt, which have been drawn trom it ia 
aid of the charge of corruption. My lord?, these, I 
believe constitute the general outline of all the arti* 
cles which are now betore your lordships. 

Nour, my Lords, upon the subject of corruptions^ 
imputed to the noble defendant, I beg your lordships 
in the outset to uriderstand ma explicitly on his part 
to declare, that he entreats of your lordships the nfiosf 
vigilant, the most scrupulous, and the most exact en- 
quiry into the whole of his conduct ; whatever irregu- 
Ifirities, whatever imprudence, whatever negligence, 
whatever blame may be discovered in other respects 
Upon this subject of corruption, my lords he entreats 
that he may experience no favour or indulgence what- 
even If it shall be discovered that in any instgn^(j 
the mind of the noble defendant has been corrupt, that 
he has violated or lost sight of his (luiy in pursuit of 
money, he entreats that he may receive from your 
Jordships th^t sentence and condemnation which being 
pronounced to him willbe worse than death itself, 

But my Lord?, before you pronounce him giiihy 
flpon ^uch f charge, your Jordships I aa> 51^-^ wij| 
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duly weigh and comider what was the situation of 
the noble defendant at ihc time these acts are charged 
upon him, w^iat were his other occupations, his natural 
character, the general habits of his life in money mat- 
tert, and how easily much which would appear unac-' 
countable and negligent in the case of a private un- 
occupied individual, may fairly be referrable to the? 
situation oi the noble defendant, and to the general 
habits of his life, as proved on the part of the defeiv- 
4ant by every witness, that has been produced and 
admitted by the honourable manager, who opened 
this charge, and who frankly and fairly stated to your 
lordships, that the sordid imputation of avarice never 
for a moment in the mind of any man alighted upon 
the head of the defendant. My Lords, I hope there- 
fore it will be remembered that your lordsnips are 
considering the conduct of a man, v/ho, if he has 
departed from that line in any of those proceedings, 
which arc the subject of enquiry, he has done it for 
fbe first time in his life; that he has abandoned his 
natural character, and forsaken all that was the darlings 
object of his life, the estimation of his countrv, his 
fame, his reputation, and his honour, for the sake of 
what was never the object, never the passion, never 
the pursuit of his noble mind. . Unfortunately for him, 
and all his private concerns, this is matter of perfect 
notoriety, and his present situation and fortune ex- 
hibit evident proofs of it; and at which period is he 
supposed to have done this? Was it at a time when 
the mind might naturally have retired, if it was so dis- 
posed, to subjects of this nature ? No, my lords, you 
are a§ked to believe that one, bred with "the feelings 
and education of a gentleman, placed in situations, 
the most calculated to elevate the mind, embarked in 
public concerns of the most extensive and penlous 
nature, 6lJing the most exalted and honourable de- 
partments, at a period the most eventful of our- 
history, having all the affairs of Europe upon his 
hands, should have stooped to these degrading and 
unworthy objects of pursuit* My lords, if at such a 
period, and under such circumstances, one, never in 
ail his life accustomed to figures or accounts, shouW-. 
be found inattentive to and negligent of them; and he 
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•lK>uld have altogether committed them to others, and 
kept his eye steadily fixed upon the great public con- 
cerns entrusted to his care ; surely every noble candid 
mind will see is fairly referrable to the situation iu 
which he was placed. In considering those subjects 
of a rtiore ancient date, your lordships will not expect 
me to be enabled after a lapse of twenty- four years, 
when the principal witness is dead, to cover each dis- 
. tinct item in a banker's book, and to explain how it 
happened, that at one particular time his account was 
overdrawn at his bankers, or that in the mixture of ac- 
counts between his paymaster and himself the bank 
notes were mixed. 

My Lords, with respect to the first charge, of having 
received ten thousand pounds, it is quite enough fot 
nie to state that it arises at a period when there ex- 
isted no law whatever restrictive upon the place of 
deposit : that, there existed no law whatever, eithef 
common law or statute law, upon the subject, even of 
the use of money under the circumstances stated ; and 
that whatever obligation resulted upon a subject of 
this nature, resulted from the implied compact which 
was contained in the warrant, by which an annuity 
era salary had been given to him. 

Now, rny Lords, I beg, that upon this subject! 
may not be misunderstood : I hope your lordship will 
not, when I am about to discharge my duty in ex** 
amining into^the correctness of those allegatious and 
the assertions which have been made as to the state 
of the common law of the land, antecedent to the 
passing of the act ; and as to the operation of the act 
thereatter, not therefore think that I am flying from 
the charge of corruption and taking shelter under a 
legal argument. My lords, I am distinctly avowing 
on the part of the defendant, that he was under an 
honourable obligation, an obligation of compact, 
equally powerful upon an honourable mind to ob- 
serve. ' 

The learned counsel then entered into a very able 
argument, to show that it was no crime, independently 
of the warrant, to make use of the public money. 
6ut^ my lords> s^d be, the declaratioti in question 
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that 15 made a crlmmal matter in the first article, re* 
spects a balance of 10,000/., which was a balance of 
an ex^ treasurer's account, arising prior to that act of 
parliament. It appears my lords in evidence, now, 
that it was the balance which at that period of time 
was not wanted for the public service. Nay,* my 
}ord*, it further appears, that that 10,000/. balance, .. 
never was one farthing of it called for or wanted down 
to the time, when the whole of it was paid in : not 
only therefore was it no money that was wanted, but 
it was no money that could have been made use of 
by the public, because it is in proof before your lord- 
ships, by the officer of the exchequer, who was ex- 
anyned on this point, that respecting that, the public 
fCCQuntant was tp hold that money together with 
whatever other balance he had as an cx-trcasurer, 
liable to be called upon from time to time to pay 
demands of assigned bills of wages and of various 
other contingent demands; the period when they 
$houJd be made, being altogether contingent, and he 
bein^ bound to the full extent of it, to keep this ba* 
lance in his hand, for the purpose of satisfying them: 

, |hat by the constant usage of the office, that balance 
was never paid over into the bands of the public, until 
ihe accounts were passed. The ex-treasurer was in 

I jrespeet of that io,oqo/. under no- obligation legal, 
naoral, ton vent ual, or otherwise, as to the place of 
deposits He might have put it in any drawer in his 

. tipuse J he might have left it with any friend ; he 
plight have deposited it in any private bank; he might 
^ave left it wherever he thought fit, with even no con- * 
ventu^l obligation upon it, further than that which 
jarose from bis warrant, impliedly prohibiting him, by 
the mature of his agreement with government from 
deriving any possible profit from it. * 

The learned counsel denied that this declaration 
couM be considered a crime, and complained of the 
misrepresentations which had been made on the sub- 
ject of this sum of 10,000 /. Many persons even yet 
^upppsed th^t the money had been lost to the public^! 
jind h^d never been accounted for by my Lord Mel- 
vUte I but h was to be recollected that this was pot the 
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case. This 10,000/. had been paid by L6rd MelvtHc, 
and actually applied to navy services. The public 
had been no losers. . It formed part of a larger suni 
imprested to the defendant as treasurer of the navy ; 
and he had, between the time of its issue and its acs 
tual application to navy services, applied it to some 
other use of a public nature, which had not been dis- 
closed. But it was applied to navy services a$ soon as 
it was wanted for that purpose. To refuse to disclose 
those intermediate purposes could be no crime. When 
a man is accused of an offence before a magistrate, it is 
no crime for him to refuse to ans\yer. He has^a good 
right to tell what he pleases, and be silent as \o the 
rest. Lord Melville had adopted that course wKen he 
was accused by the House of Commons. 

Mr. Plumer contended, that no application to pur- . 
poses of a criminal nature, or to the defendant's emolu- 
ment was proved ; but on the contrary, was expressly 
negatived by the admission proved by Mr. Whit oread; 
and therefore there was no evidence to support the^j/ 
or unti articles. 

He th.en remarked upon the statement of the soli- 
citor general, that the tenth article was exhibited out 
of fairness ahd candour to the defendant, to apprize 
bim particularly of the evidence which could be given 
against bim. He thapked the honourable and learned 
manager for this indulgence ; but expressed his sur- 
prise that this reason alledged by the honourable and 
learned manager should differ so completely from that 
alledged by the committee of managers, who in their 
report to the House of Commons on the subject of the . 
facts they had discovered in Mr. Douglas's papers, 
stated their apprehensions that those facts could not be 
given in evidence under the other articles ; and there-r 
fore submitted a new one to the house; And it so 
happened, that instead of caUing the defendant's atten- 
tion to the sums which were to be proved, it stated no 
particulars at all; for it stated, that He did, on divers 
days, &c. between the 19th August, 178a, and the 5th 
January, 1784, and between the 19th August, 1782, 
and the ist January, 1786, take divers sums, &c. and 
ypt without stating on what days or what sums this 
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wis to be called a proceeding of candour to enable the 
defendant the better to answer the particular charges 
to be made against him. 

■ That Lord Melville was not at the period charged 
in this article, at all likely to be receiving accommoda- 
tion from the public money, Mr Plumer concluded 
was evident, inasmuch as the note from Messrs. Drum- 
mond*s house, that the account was overdrawn to 
the amount of 2,915/. 13^ lorf. was in June, 1785; 
and it appeared that no sums were paid to his credit 
till the October and December following, when bills 
to the amount of 5,600/. were remitted from Scot- 
land from his private resources. Now, I desire to 
' ask your lordships, said Mr. PJumer, whether you 
will believe the noble defendant was in the habit of 
relieving himself and his banker's account by pay- 
ments from the public money, when it appears here 
that upon the fir^t notice he receives of his banker's 
account being overdrawn, what does he do ? Does he 
put his hand into the public purse, and help himself 
out of all the balances? No, though it is in evidence 
before your lordships that there were at that time ba- 
lances uncalled for by the public to tKe amount of 
56,000/. That amount was unclaimed by the public 
for a considerable period. In 1791, there was 21,000/. 
of it left ; so that from 178^ to 1791, there had been 
all the difference lying at the bank, not wanted for the 
public service, exclusive and independent of the 
io,ooc/, to which I have before spoken. Now, if 
the noble defendant was relinquishing duty to interest; 
if he had brought his mind to give way for the sake of 
lucre and gain, and to pursue the one object at the 
expence of the other, is it to be believed that he 
would not have done it for some lucrative purpose; 
would he have been picking up shillings, would he 
have sold his dear honour and fame for comparatively 
nothing; his high rank, his elevated station, his esti- 
mati«)n with tlie world, the darling o! ject of his life? 
would he have given up all that to pick up little items 
of shillings in a banker's account, by relieving it from 
the payment of small sums of interest, which is the 
nature of the profit he has been supposed to make? If 
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that had been his object, why in God's name. does he 
pay 56,000/. into tlie bank, when he goesoutofoffice# ' 
He was under no obligation to do it, it was matter of 
perfect option to pay one farthing into the bank ; why 
did he not keep it all in his own custody, dealing ir 
out as occasion called for it, and in the interim making 
use of ir. 

Can it then be doubted, hiy Lords, that the actual 
payment of the gross sum of 56,000/. into the bank 
negatives all idea of corruption and intention on the 
part of the noble defendant to make use of the public 
money, or to aid his own private cash by the applica-* 
tion.of that which did not belong to him. 

And here I would only just observe, that I hope your 
lordships will all along advert to this, that the questioa 
is not precisely what the honourable and -learned ma* 
nager, who concluded, might lead your lordships, to. 
suppose — ^' if we prove," I think his expression was, 
*^ that Lord Melville had made advantage of the. 
public money to the amount of one shilling, we have 
substantiated the charge ?" — I hope your Jordships will 
not think that that, properly speaking, is the question ; 
because if many shillings and many pounds of advaa-* 
tage were, without the knowledge of Lord Melville, 
without his privity, without his attention, without his 
direction, without his authority and consent, inad- 
vertently, or by the management of others, at any 
tiiue appropriated to his benefit, yet it is the scienter^ 
the knowing, the corrupt intent which constitutes the 
guilt ; and it is that, and that only, which must be un-* ' 
equivocally fastened upon him before your lordships 
can pronounce him guilty. 

My Lords, I would only just observe, with respect 
to the. charge of the continuance of a balance in xhe 
defender's hands, after the act of parliament. 1 do 
not know that it is necessary for me to advert to that 
subject at ail, because I did not observe that the ho* 
nourable and learned managers, or even, 1 think, that, 
the honourable manager who openedthe business, v^n* 
tured to rely at all upon that, as constituting any crime 
whatever. \n truth, it is clear it does not, because your, 
lordships have only to look as the act of pariiameat 
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tnd se^ that it relates altogether from ofie end of it to 
the other to money that was issued posterior to the 
date of it ; nay even to money that is issued from the 
jstof July, 1785, and that it has not the smallest re- 
ference to any money that had fceen antecedently 
is$ued to the treasurer's account, as it stood before. 
All antecedent sums remained untouched, and both 
with respect to Lord Melville, and with respect to 
any One of his predecessors, was no obligation cast 
upon any one of them to bring their balances to the 
bank ; but their option of keeping it reated intirely 
upon the same footing as it did before ; and the same 
undoubted right to keep it in any place of deposit that 
appeared convenient to them. The circumstance, 
therefore, of the continuance after the act of parlia- 
ment can in no respect constitute any criminality in 
this charge. He then adverted to the second article, 
which contained the charge o^" a supposed breach of 
the* act 25 Geo. III. in permitting Mr. Trotter to 
vary. the place of deposit, by drawing out the money 
for purposes other than an immediate application to 
navy services. The word immediate^ he said, was not' 
to be found in the act, but had been slipped into the 
article, to try the opinion of their lordships upon the 
construction of the act in this respect. 

Your Lordships will observe, that in the terms of 
this article it is altogether confined to the bare trans- 
fer from one place to another place, not stacin|[ that it 
was done for any private purpose, but that it was a 
permission to draw from the bank to Coutts's for other 
than immediate naval purposes, not saying that it was 
not a transfer for naval purposes, but that those naval 
|>urpo«ers wferc not immediate. 

Now with great deference to your lordships, I deny 
that this is the meaning of the law upon this legal 
ijuestion, the copstruction of the act. 1 must entreat 
'^our lordships' indulgent attention to a subject of that 
•dry nature,. and I particularly wish it because my Lord 
Melville has been subjected to a great deal of popular 
•clamour, upon the idea that be, the author of the act 
%ne day, breaks it the next. Now, my Lords, let us 
2see the act, and consider it ; and, unless I have m<kt 



egregipusl/ mistaken this act, in every word and in 
every part of it, (and I have taken some pains not to 
do so) I do humbly submit that there never was % 
clearer question agitated in a court of justice upoa. 
the true construction of this law, than that what Lord 
Melville did, was not a breach either of the letter or 
of the spirit of the act ; was not in the least contraven- 
ing one single part of it, nay fufther, that if this law 
were what is contended for on the part of the prose- 
cution, what your lordships are all desired to assert ic 
to be uppn your honour, upon the footing of which 
your lordships are to convict Lord Melville of a very 
high crime and misdemeanor, no time ought to be 
lost in repeating it, as one of the most mischievous 
destructive laws that ever passed against a meritorioud 
class of men : that it would arrest the service of the 
navy, the whole conducting of the office ; and that it 
ought to be repealed in a day, at the peril of the ter- 
rible consequences that would follow if it were not.. 
Nay, my lords, I will go further and say, that if their 
tonstruction of the act be true, this act is violated 
every day and every hour ; and that it was violated 
by every one of the defendant's successors ; nay, vio-, 
lated after an unsuccessful attempt made on the part 
of the treasurer, who put that construction upon it, 
and which is attempted upon the part of the prosecu- 
tion ; but he has told us it was impossible to do it ; 
that the public service could not have gone on : I fay 
that if Lord Melville had been the author of this bilJt 
and the construction were that which is contended for, 
if he had brought it in, knowing his duty, and the na- 
ture of the service, he must have been a most flagi- 
tious treasurer to have brought in^an act which must 
have been so ruinous to the service. 

He then entered into a legal argument upon th? 
act, to shew that it was not intended to take from the 
treasurer the power of drawing the money from the 
bank for navy services, and depositing it in such place 
as he might think was calculated to promote the coa- 
venience of office, until it were actually wanted to be 
applied for naval services. He explained the evils 
which existed at the time of the passing gf this actf 

M 



and which the act was framed to remedy, were of a 
very different nature, and of far more importance, than 
<!hat of keeping the money in the bank, out of the 
cfontroul of the treasurer of the navy. The object of 
^e act was to establish a new system of accounting. 
Before it passed, treasurers' accounts could not be au- 
dited for twenty, thirty, fifty years. After they ceased 
to be treasurers they did not cease to perform the du- 
ties of office, but continued to receive and disburse 
money for ten or more years as ex-treasurers. Some- 
times there were eig^ht or ten different accounts of 
different treasurers or the navy, carried on at one and 
the same time, in the same office, and by the same 
clerks, when, the business of one treasurer was abun* 
dantly sufficient to employ them. This created a vast 
arrear of accounts. The object of the present act was 
to put an end to all this mconvenience. It was to 
inaKe the treasurer when he goes out of office, transfer 
all his balance to his^ successor, instead of keeping the 
money in his hands ; but the act never intended, dur- 
ing the time he was in office, to prevent the treasurer 
from lodging a part of the money at a private bank- 
er's, or in the iron chest of the office, or in the hands 
of the stib-accountants, until the time it was actually 
Wartted to be paid to the public creditor, provided 
it were fairly done for the supposed purpose of offi- 
cial convenience (as was the case with Lord Melville). 
It is thought unnecessary to enter into the particu- 
lars of this argument, as the judges hare by their opi- 
nion decided the question according to Mr. Plumcr's 
construction of the act. 

'^ Mr. Plumcr then entered upon the consideration of 
the tifird article, which, in addition to what is 
contained in the second, charged the privity and 
x:onnivance of Lord Melville, at Mr. Trotter's use of 
the money for purposes of advantage. 
' Your Lordships,, said he, will have the goodness to 
observe first, negatively, what this charge is not. It 
is not a charge against my Lord Melville for negli- 

fence, — it is not a charge that, by his omitting to 
eep a vigiliant and a superintendant eye over the 
conduct orhis paymaster, the paymaster was i;nabled 
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to be'gmfty of ffre abuses which hvivt htdn provjdl, 
but thfe cWgc is, that he, Wilfully, Tcnowbgly, iUe- 
gall;>', -and fraudulently connived at, permitted, at>d 
authorized all that was done ; and that is the que** 
tk>n. In this artigle, and in all that follow it, your 
-lordships will see, that the impeachment does not, in 
any part of it, proceed upon any thing that Lord Mel- 
ville' in the regtalar course of his duty omitted to do, 
and that by reason of that omission, abases crept into 
the o^cc imder his general superintendance ; — but Jt 
is a charge of a much greater and higher nature, — not 
what he omitted to do, but what he did ; that he did 
know it, and, for corrupt purposes, confederated and 
participitated with Mr. Trotter. In truth, th.at it was 
a corrupt confederacy between Lord Melville and 
•Mr; Trotter, to enrich themselves by a breiach of offi^ 
cial dtifv. 

He then stated the substance of the other articles^ 
and continued as follows; 

Now, my Lords, I egregiously deceive myself, if, 
.after a most attentive and accurate comparison of the 
charge with the evidence, I should not be be able, 
"^en with the feeble powers I possess, to give your 
lordships satisfaction, not only that the charge as 
framed is not supported by the evidence s not only 
that there is not any balance of testimony upon thtj 
subject, but that the evidence adduced by the prose- 
•cutor has totally failed him; that the charges are 
directly, positively, clearly, and satisfactorily dis- 
proved m toto, by the very evidence adduced in 
support of them. 

My "Lords, the subject of this charge introduc.es 

■^your lordships to the account of that person who was 

^the principal actor and witness in the whole business, 

'Mr. Trotter; concerning whom your lordships have 

lieard an account who' he was, — bow introduced 

•to' my Lord Melville, — the situation he occupied,-— 

and the part he took. Much observation has been 

Xnade upon the conduct of Lord Melville, and much 

inference drawn from his having committed the ca^e 

*bf this business too much to Mr. Trotter. That bp 

•delegated to hhn a consitferable part of the duties of 
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tfiis office without a due examintdon ; that the per* 
mission he gave originally to draw, was enough 
tiaturally to awaken suspicion*, nay, that the first 
permission to draw, was a corrupt act ; it was done 
for the very purpose of the use that was afterwards 
made of it. This permission was the commencement^ 
in the year 1786, of that systematic plan of corrupt 
confederacy which pervaded the fourteen following 
years prior to Lord Melville's quitting this ofHcc in 
1800. The honourable and learned mana^er^ who 
selected what the managers conceived to be tfie evi- 
dence which constituted the proof the charge, stated 
the advances to Lord Melville of the sum of money 
laid out for his benefit, consisting principally of four 
distinct items, viz. the 13,50c/. or India stocky the 
loyalty loan, the sum of 2,000/. of India stock» the 
sum of 7,000/. 3 per cent, reduced, and some remit- 
tances to Scotland, to constitute the ground upon 
which this heavy charge is made against Lord 
, Melville. . 

Now, my Lords, the account given of Mr. Trotter, 
is this: That in the year 1786 (after the death of 
Mr. Douglas) he was introduced to Lord Melville, ttf 
whom he had before recommended himself by the 
very useful regulations in this YQxy office, which he had 
suggested. He had been a clerk in the navy pay 
office, and was very conversant with all the details of 
the business of it. A gentleman stated, to be of 
creditable and opulent connections ; is proved before 
your lordships to be the son of an opulent banker; 
the brother of an opulent banker ; who has another 
brother, engaged in large mercantile concerns ; and 
that he was of a wealthy family. A gentleman, 
stated by the honourable manager to have been, with 
the exception of those transactions which were for the 
first time discovered in the. year 1803, in all other 
parts of his life, (and the honourable manager has 
certainly had better means of knowing all his history, 
and longer commum*cation and acquaintance with him 
perhaps than any body else j for in the course of his 
duty he has been led to make those inquiries^ and has 
had frequent interviews with hiin.) I say the hoAOiir^ 



Able manager has stated of him, that in all other part* 
of his conduct, either his public pr private life, he 
stood fr^efrom all imputation whatever. A man of 
hSgh estimation, of reputed probity and integrity, a 
man conversant with figures, with the detail oF all the 
business of the office ; a man, as your lordships have 
seen, from his demeanour and deportment before you, 
not wanting in understanding ; a man of ready and 
comprehensive mind, and of accurate information 
upon all the business committed to him. 
' The honourable manager introduced the account of 
Mr, Trotter, with stating him to be a gentleman of 
unspotted private character 3 of very amiable manners, 
recommerided by every thing at that time \«chich could 
give confidence and credit to him in the state in 
which he stood : the additional circumstances of re- 
commendation, particularly to one in Lord Melville's 
situation, were his accuracy and knowledge in that 
species of business which it was quite impossible idt 
his lordship; and to which his own natural habits 
btrtainly never led him to give any attention ; but, in 
addition to that, recommended by the circumstance of 
his merit as an officer in this department, and by the 
useful and important regulations which he had been 
the means of enabling the noble lord to reduce into 
that wholesome and useful system and code of laws, 
which have been so fairly ana candidly spoken of, by 
the honourable manager who opened this charge. 

It therefore cannot be said that it was unnatural", 
and at this time, that Lord Melville should transfer 
all his confidence to such a gentlemen. 

My Lords, the honourable manager has stated, that 
this gentleman, even after all that has passed, is a per* 
son to whom your lordships might give full confidence 
in every thing he said. 

The honourable manager stated that he had been 
enPiployed, not only by Lord Melville, but by the 
treasurers who succeeded him, two persons of un* 
doubted honour and probity. 

• The honourable manager was also pleased to state, 
that It was very fortunate that what A^r. Trotter 
should say, would be confirmed by books; that in 
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every statement his veracity was established j that it 
^as most fortunate for the prosecution, and for MrJ 
Trotter himseFt, that he was able and living to give 
his testimony. 

Your lordships will all remcmber> that the testi- 
mony of Mr. Trotter, considered as the main pillar 
of the prosecution> was deemed so important, as to be 
the subject (»f one act of parliament, and to give rise 
to another, for the purpose of removing every possible 
obstacle, in the way of having this important witness 
brought forward to substjjntiate the charge i that he, 
'the accomplice, was ta be received into indemnity 
and favour, provided he would give testimony against 
the principal, — against the person who was concerned 
with him m this joint and mutual guilt. 

Now, my Lords, what is the situation in which 
Mr, Trotter is brought forVvard as .a witness ? I en- 
treat your lordships to consider, whether there ever 
was a witness brought before a court of justice, who 
had stronger . motives to give testimony hostile to the 
defendant ? Whether there ever was a witness brought 
forward under qircumstances (if he could be capable 
of attending to. them,) of stronger bias upon his mind, 
than Mr. Trotter, because there cannot be supposed 
to be any inducement to him to give false testimony 
favourable to his fallen patron ; for by speaking the 
truth, and discoverine the guilt of Ix)rd Melville, if he 
be guilty,, what is the situation to which he recom- 
BPiends himself to ? 

He recommends himself to his own conscience^ he 
recommends himself to a powerful prosecutor ; and 
has the be&t hopes, not only of protection and in- 
demnity under that bill, (which has made it an express 
condition of his indemnity, that he should speak the 
truth distinctly, fairly, and explicitly ; artd which, 
.therefore, if he forbore to do, he would violate all 
title to the protection under that bill of indemnity) ; 
but, in addition to that, my Iords> he would subjea 
himself, and justly subject himself, to all that species 
of civil prosecution, by which he and his family are to 
be involved in ruin, and the produce of the labour of 
his whole life taken from him. 
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I hope, ray Lords, I do not overstate it in saying 
tliat a witness standing in this predicaihent, has, 
undoubtedly, no inducement thlit can operate upoA 
his mind, to give any testimony favourable to the 
defendant; but certainly every motive that could 
induce him (if the truth would permit) to giye testi- 
mony against Lord Melville upon this occasion, 

But, my Lords, in addition to this, consider not only 
lias Mr. Trotter every motive of private interest to 
transfer the guilt to Lord MelviFle, but by taking it all 
upon himself, and by completely exoneratin'g his 
lordsdip from it, what an accumulation of odium dbe« 
he take jipon himself, what perfidy, what abuse of 
"trust and confidence^ what misery brought upon his 
patron and protector, does he thus authentipate by his 
own evidence, and heap upon his own guilty head. 

My Lords, he would naturally say, I am not th6 
man that I have been thought to be ; I did not act in 
this instance without the full explicit authority of the 
"noble defendant for all that I did; I was not treacher- 
ously betraying him ;* »I was not secretly, and without 
his knowledge, acting upon this subject, but he Has to 
answer for all that tvas done. He participated in it^ 
I, the subordinate, obeyed his orders m what I did; 
and he is at least equally responsible with myself. 
Undoubtedly, my lords, that view of the subject 
would have taken off the reproach upon Mr. Trotter, 
for having acted in the manner that^ he did, without 
the knowledge, without the participation, without the 
connivance, without the encouragement, without thi 
authority of his principal. 

Now, my Lords, if after all that has passsd^'it 
should turn out upon examination, that this person does 
speak out, and do away all the mystery, all the doubt, all 
the suspicions that once justly hung upon this trans'-* 
action ; if he now comes l^orwards, under all those cir^ 
cumstanccs, before this great tribunal, and in the face 
of the public, distinctly avows upon bis oath, that the 
acts were all his own unauthorized acts, without the 
knowledge of the defendant, without any thing to leai 
him to the knowledge of it, for his own exclusive gain 
—for the entire unparticipated profit of him (M^* 
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Trotter,) of which he never rendered ?ny a€Gotjnt» or 
communicated one single circumstance, to rouse the 
attention of the noble defendant to it — engaged as he 
kriew him to be in public concerns — ^d inattentive 
as he also knew him to be to matters of this d^scrip- 
tion. Can any honourable mind hesitate tp believe, 
that that is a true statement of the case. 

Now, my Lords, I will examine every one of the 
circumstances in detail, and I hope to be able to 
satisfy your Lordships, that upon the evidence before 
you the instances selected for the purpose of proving 
corrupt confederacy in the defendant, and a j^articipa- 
tlon of guilt with Mr. Trotter, when they are corr 
rectly examined, fairly afford an inference directly the 
reverse. My Lords, the history of these transactions 
commences with the year 1786. Your lordship^ will 
permit me now to possess you with what appears upon 
the evidence to be the situatiqn of Lord MclviUe at 
that time. In the 1784 he had been appointed presi- 
dent of the board of controul, in which office he con- 
tinued for a period of seventeen years; for the first 
nine of it performing the duties of it without salary. 
This was at the first establishment of that board, a 
period in which the affairs of the East India Com- 
pany had been recently under the consideration of 
parliament, and were in a very dilapidated state, and * 
called for all the vigour and energy that could be 
directed to the restoration of prosperity to our eastern 
empire. It is in proof before your lordships, that 
Lord Melville was a vidlant, and active, and labori- 
6ei servant of the pubhc in that department, bestow- 
ing his daily and unremitted assiduity and care to the 
duties of that office under circumstances of considera- 
ble "difficulty. , 

In the year 1791 a very memorable period in the 
.^nnals %{ Europe, and particuhirly of this country, 
(vyhen certain principles threatened the destruction of 
the constitution ; and when a revolution iii a neighs 
bourini^ country had created so much alarm in this,) 
Lord Melville, by means of the vigour and energy of 
mind which he possessed, was appointed by his Ma- 
jesty Hecrcti^ry ot state for the hoiine department i a. 
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department which particularly required vigilance day 
and night* All the concerns of the country were 
necessarily brought under his superintending manage* 
ment at that period. In the year 1794, when new 
difBculjies threatened ; when, besides all the alarta 
that prevailed at home, we were involved in external 
war by an inveterate enemy, Lord Melville was ap* 
pointed secretary of state for the war department, apd 
continued in that situation till the year 1801. I may. 
be permitted to say it, as the fact is known to many of 
your lordships, thatthe noble defendant was called upoa 
to fill chMe situations much against his own incfina-* 
tions. I^ was called upon by his Majesty to fill those 
high departments of the state in moments of the , 
greatest peril at home and abroad, performing; cer- 
tainly* a plurality of duty $ but your lordships will 
observe, that during the very same period, when he 
is supposed to have be^n^ guilty of thbsfe corrupt trans- 
actions with Mr. Trotter, He unnecessarily and volun- 
tarily, while he was performing all the duties of these . 
situations, fort)ore to receive the legitimate salary be- 
longing thereto to the amount of upwards of 34,000/* -• 
Now, my Lords, surely these are not vestiges of 4 ^ 
corrupt money-getting man, who could, without tile . 
sacrifice of any duty, without the relinquishment cf 
any trusty without any risk to his honour, to Kh \ 
character, or to the constant legitimate usage' of the 
situations in which he wasf placed, had voluntarily , 
given up to the public a sum so large as this. 
. I hope your lordships, therefore, in the ?nterin|f, 
upon this subject will believe, that if there should ia 
the progress of this business appear to be circuinstances 
of suspicion, they are easily referable to that active, . 
vigilant, and prpper attention which he was paying tcj 
matters of more importance to the neglect ofhisprr* ., 
vate concerns. 

My Lords, in addition to fhis, consider it upon the 
head of gross improbability. Is it to beconcievcd? 
I had almost adopted the janguage of the honoura^bla - 
and learned manager, and asked if any one above the 
degree of an ideot could have embarked in this sitp- 
pos'fd. concern under »the circumstances noftr statcl* 
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My Lords, only, consider for a moment ip the iirst 
place what was the risk attending it. Mr. Trotter 
was drawing large sums from month to month for the 
purpose of laying them out in all the varipus specula- 
tions that he engaged in. Consider what was the 
situation of Lord Melville, to have known and to 
have authorized such an account ; w^nat was the risl^ 
he underwent ? In the first place, was it not a sub- 
ject of infinite peril and danger ? What was the nature 
of it ? Infinite peril i and the consequences of detcc* 
tion must infallihly have been the downfall and ruin 
of the noble defendant, who could never expect any 
mercy 5o b^ shewn him i for it was obviaws, that if 
ever it should be discovered, undoubtedly the minor 
offender would be protected and made use of to give 
evidence against the major, as it ought to bp, !(, 
therefore, he was engaged in these foul transactions 
all the risk was hi«. Now, my Lords, if Lord Mel* 
ville could, under the circumstances that I have stat- 
ed, have brought himself to engage in these transac- 
tions without any restraint of principle or regard to his 
character, surely you would ,have expected there 
should be an adequate object. Do men throw away 
tlw^ir character, or risk it for nothing ? My Lordsj 
what is the result proved by Mr. Trotter ? I take it 
now in the outline of his evidence, before we enter 
into the particulars. For fourteen years this system is 
carried on. Surely, my Lords, if it was a joint con- 
cern, he who risks most ought to have most; he 
' whose principal risk was of high station, of high, name 
•-and character, to engage as a dormant partner in a 
business of this nature would at least expect to have 
a very considerable share of the profit. Now, my 
Lords, what is the account given by their own wit- 
ness upon the subject ? That after fourteen years the 
profit vvas exclusively Mr. Trotter's. So that we have 
my Lord Melville giving. his name, his countenance, 
bis sanction, and hii> authority to transactions of this 
description, attended with this risk, and this departure 
' from all principle, and give the whole unparticipated 
rprofit to Mr. Trotter. Now, my Lords, was there 
tjver sugh an extraordinary union of generosity and 
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avarice ; seeking, for money to the derelictiQO of all 
principle, and engaging in a plan of stock jot>bing to 
obtain it, and at the same time transferring the wiwle 
un participated profit to the subordinate. I believ^ 
this is a new transaction in the history of th? world* 
Besides, my Lords, if he had devoted nis mind to it;* 
if he had forsaken the pubhc duty, and bouad his 
mind to naoney, consider what were the stations the 
noble defendant filled, and what the command of 
money he had under his controul. When we bear 
that a hundred and twenty milltons went through his 
hands ; when we know tbere v.'as not a month that 
he had not abund^t opportunities, without the knowi- 
ledge oTMr. Trotter, to have accumulated wealth to 
any amount his avatice would have dictated ; and yeti 
my Lords, it is admitted that the state of his fortune, 
and all he possesses in the world, give a negative to 
the supposition. Indeed, the proof of the manner in 
which he recognized h'S debt to Mr. Trotter, at the 
€hd of the treasurership, when gathering together all 
lie had in the world, and scraping up all he could by 
the assistance of an affectionate son, borrowing as he 
did from his banker, upon the personal security of that 
son himself, to make good what he owed to Mr. 
Trotter, completely negatives the idea of any hidden 
treasure, or of any sum he had ever amassed through- 
out the whole of his long and laborious services. 

My Lords, 1 should hope that it would require, 
under the circumstances 1 have stated, the most de- 
cisive body of evidence to raise a belief of a charge of 
this nature. But, my lords, let us see what positive 
body of evidence there is upon the subject-— the first 
circumstance that is introduced as proof of corruption 
in Lord Melville, is the permission to Mr. Trotter to 
withdraw the money from Mr. Coutts's house i and, 
it is saidy that this was a corrupt transaction \ that it 
was done for the purpose of making use of it to pri- 
vate emolument ; that all the rest was cover, pretext, 
a veil, to remove it from one place to another uptm 
fretence of official convenience, but that the real object 
and motive was private emolument; and this is se- 
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lected now as the first proof of the corruption of the 
hoble defendant. 

My Lords, all the hypothesis upon this subject 
docs, in this' instance, as it does in almost every other, 
consist of very ingeniousr' arguments and reasonings, 
hut, unfortunately, directly in the teeth of the evi- 
dence that the prosecutors have adduced in support 
of it. , For I have only to refer your lordships to the 
testimony of Mr. Trotter, which has directly nega- 
tived that charge in toto. He swears, in the most di- 
rect and positive terms, not only to the negative of the 
purpose of private interest or emolument, having ac- 
tuated either party in what took place ; but he has 
sworn, he had not the object of emolument in view, 
even himself, at the time he made this proposal to my 
Lord Melville. It can hardly then, I think, be said, 
that Lord Melville could know an intention in the 
mind of Mr. Trotter; which intention Mrr Trotter 
has denied upon his oath, that he himself entertained 
at the time. And are we in this instance, instead of 
confirming the testimony of the first Witness for th& 
prosecution, instead of doing as the honourable mana- 
ger said, you are to believe every word he said, to 
draw inferences directly in the teeth of his evidence. 
He then entered into a good deal of argument, to 
shew that the question was not, whether the lodging 
of money at Coutts's was k measure of sound polic/, 
and a better plan than any other which could be 
adopted ; but^ simply,* whether Lord Melville fairly 
believed that to be the object. And contended it was 
most natural, when a representation was made by a 
person so circumstanced as Mr. Trotter, that Lord 
Melville should suppose he was the better judge of 
what would promote the detail of the office, and 
should, consent to the arrangement because he really 
thought the object was the good of the service. 

'With respect to Lord Melville's admission before 
the commissioners of naval inquiry, that he supposed 
Mr. Trotter derived profit from the money at Coutts's, 
he contended it went no further than that his lordship 
aidmitcedi be gave Mr. t'rotter leave to lodge Ibc.n^o* 
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ney drawn from the liiank for public purposes, during 
the time it was not required for those purposes ; and 
he did suppose it might be some advantage to Mr* 
Trotter so to lodge the money. The nature of this 
advantage is explained by the testimony of Mr. Whit- 
bread, to be that of an allowance of interest, after the 
manner of the Scotch bankers, upon the balancai 
lodged. This erroneous supposition, as to the nature 
of the emolument, shews Lord Melyille's ignorance, of 
what the real emolument was j and from the circum* 
stances of improbability before slated, it could not be 
supposed Lord Melville was aware that the money was 
speculated with, and not safely kept at Coutts*s, to be 
ready when called for. 

My Lords, continued Mr. Plumer, the transactions 
next relied upon in proof of corruption are the pur- 
chases of stock. 

I take first the purchase of India Stock in 1789 and 

1790- 

Now my Lords I beg to ask am I to take this to be 
a real transaction or a fictitious one, that is to say, 
was all this colour, pretext, sham, or does ic reprc* 
sent the transaction as it really was? — If the mana- 
gers say it is sham their own witness is a perjured man, 
and yet they have said we are to believe every word 
he says, and they have opened this evidence in detail 
exactly as it has been proved. I thinks therefore, it 
will not be said, but that I am to. take this transacrioa 
to be a real one. And 1 ask your Lordships whether 
this transaction does not furni*5h the niost decisive 
negative to the charge of corruption and privity 
which is made against the defendant. 

My Lords, in the, first place this transaction hap* 
pens in 1 789, three years after the supposed systematic 
plan of corruption had been going on between Lo?xl 
Melville and Mr. Trotter, during which the former 
had been authorizing the hitter to make an unlimited 
use of the public money for their mutual benefit* Tbea' 
how do we account for it, that,^ in a private conver- 
sation between this Mr. Trotter and Lord Melville^: 
alone, whqre there was no necessity to pot an appeaif-" 
ances, no third person hearing what was passing, t^ese; 
two.. partners in iniquity, who were going on m cor- 
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hipr dtftlings wkh the public moMy, and liad been 
going on so for three years together; that upon Mr. 
Trotter suggesting to Lord Melville the propriety of 
his- becoming a purchaser of India Stock, in conse- 
quence of the good opinion which his Lordship had 
uniformly in public and in private announced, Lord 
Melville should make the observation he did. Mn 
Trotter says, *• I observed to his Lordship, that if 
•* he was impressed with so good an opinion of that 
** stock, that I thought in consideration of his own 
** interest he ought to invest a sum of money in tha^ 
•* stock-" 

Now my Lords, mark what is the first answer by 
this corrupt defendant, who has the command of the 
public money. There was 100,000/. balance then 
lying, as is proved, at the Bank and under his own 
controiil and management, which he had only to open 
his mouth and intimate to Mr. Trotter to lay hold of, 
for he is supposed to be actuated by habit, by iii- 
clination, by three years practice^ in the course of 
drawing upon that fund to adminisFer to his own in- 
terest. What is the answer given? — ^An answer in 
private to that very person, the agent, the manager, 
df all this corruption. Did Lord Melville say, go 
and take the money from the Bank, as you have done 
for three years together, and lay it' out for me-, there 
is the fund ? — ^No my Lords ! Mr. Trotter says, 
^* His lx>rdship*s observation seemed to throw jt 
■** aside, by saying that he had no money to invest in 
** this stock." No money to invest in it! Why did 
ttot his agent exclaim, " My Lord, what is the matter 
•** now, for three years before you never had a doubt 
*^* about it, here is the fund you have been always 
•** using, you have no money! why here is lOOjOooi 
^* yoQ may have whenever you please, how can you 
:*** have forgot yourself so much as to suppose there 
*' is not money enough." Yfet some how or other, 
when it was suggested to him, the not defendant had 
forgotten all he had been doing for three years, and 
dhat too with the very person who had been con- 
ducting all this business. Then says Mr. Trotter^ 
^* I mencioned to bis Lordship; chat there were con** 
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,^ siderable balances lying in my hands that were not 
^^ called for, and in all probability would not be 
'^^ called for from circumstances that I need not per- 
*' haps relate at this time, but it was money lying 
^^ unclaimed in my hands; which it would not be 
** 'necessary to advance to the public until they were 
** claimed, and there was no prospect of that claim 
*• taking place soon/' I mentioned to him! What is 

. this new information to him! you mentioned to him? 
why he knew it three years before ! why tell him of 
a fact that he had been acting upon for three years to- 
gether? In the next place Mr, Trdtter says, ^* I ad- 
*^ vised his Lordship to give me leave to lay out so 
*' much of that monev as would buy about 13,000/^ 
•* or 14,000/. East India Stock.'* You advised him 
give you leave! why you were oae of the partners, 
why did you not go on and do it, what leave was 
necessary?- — It was under the general power and 
authority you had three years before. What did you 
want a leave for ? — ^* I advised him to give me leave to 
** lay outtio much of that money as would buy about 
**' 1^,000/. or 14,000/. East India Stock." What is his 
J-ordship's answer to that?^ — Did he say, ^* Oh to be 
** sure, go on as before, we have beenjointly making 
^' good use of public money, month after month, ba- 
•* lance after balance, goon as you have done, buy mtr 
** this stock.'* But instead of this it ^* seems hisLord- 
i^ ship refused in the most pointed and decided man- 

* ner, insomuch that I was afraid that I had incurred 
•* his Lordship's displeasure by proposing it.*' 

Now my Lords, how is this reconcilable to the 
theory stated? Why reject it — Why in thfs instance. 
reject a proposition which he is all along supposed to 
have countenanced, adopted, and encouraged for 
three years together?— How does it happen that in 
this very instance fthe first proved to have been madie 
to him) he refused it in the most pointed and decided * 
manner; nay, this paymaster, who was this joint ac* 
complice of all his criminality, and who bud been 
authorized by him from time to ti:me, to do all that 
lie did upon this occasion, says, ** I was afraid I had 
^* incurred his Lordship's displeasure by proposing 
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conciled with a continuing approbation of the thing? 
yfhy is that displeasure to be incurred by what he 
was always encouraging, ordering, and cotnraanding? 
How is it to be reconciled? But what is proposed? 
liVhy this Mr. Troncr knowing perfectly well, not a 
a stranger who was not privy to all that proceeded 
for three years; but this same agent proposes a sub- 
stitute, he, in private with Lord Melville, proposes 
to borrow money from a,n individual to sxipply the 
Treasurer of the Navy, who had ioo,coo/, of his own / 
at command, and according to his course of business 
bad the full controul and power of that sum. Why 
should he be going to borrow money of a private in- 
dividual? and yet that Mr. Trotter did; he says, V 
mentioned that I had a relation^ and so on, in short 
I made it an easy matter to him; then he applied to 
Mr. Lind, and did what is stated to your Lordships^ 
My Lords, upon this subject, as opposed to this ac- 
count upon oath by their own witness, what is done 
by the honourable manager, who sums it up? nothing 
but to oppose very ingenious observations upon t^ie 
improbability of the transaction, to shew it to be a 
transaction, that he says nobody above the degree of 
an ideoi would have given into that upon the face of 
it; it is one that could not possibly have gone down 
with any body; these arc very ingenious observations^ 
but unfortunately directly in the teeth of his own 
witness. We have the observation of a manage!^ 
who speaks it is true, v/ith great authority, and he is 
opposing his averments against the positive testimony 
ct his own witness, who the other manager, in open- 
ing the case, told us was to be believed in every 
word he says; what a great contradiction is there here 
between the two managers; for one who opens the 
case, tells you to believe every word of ir, the other 
spms up and makes observations to induce you not to 
believe one word of it; for if it be all sham, con- 
trivance, and pretence, then the whole account given 
by Mr. Trotter is false, then we are not to believe a 
word that he says. Now which of the two managers 
am I to believe, the one who tells mc I am lo believe 
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Wcry wttrd, ti the 6ne who tells mc 1 am not tp. 
believe one :>Vord? Y^t in .thi$ dilemma I am^ 
with the accounts all before your Lordships, and this 
is selected as the first instance upon which y6u are to 
grouad your judgment, against all probability, against 
all the surrounding circumstances, that I hav'e seated 
you, arc upon the positive evidence of their, own 
witness, disproving in toto every sylUble, and every 
suggestion in it. \ou are to lay it aside merely upon 
suggestions theoretical and ingenious, arguments op- 
posed to their own testimony, upon oath, by their ow» 
'witness. . - 

My Lords, I could have wished, very riitach, that 
the honourable and learned manager would hav^ 
stated .what his hypothesis is, the account given by 
the witness:, what do you believe of it? Do you be* 
lieve that money was lent to Lord Melville to the 
amount of ^23,000/. to enable him to purchase thft 
sj:ock? Your witness has sworn it. Do you believe 
that after it was lent, interest upon it was paid to the 
amount of 11 50/. a year, from the first advance oif 
the mt)ney, down to the termination of the isettle-^ 
ment in the year^iSoo? Your own witness has sworn 
it. That the interest was regularly debited as upon ^ 
private loan, and that Lord Melville from year to 
year paid out of his own private pocket '11 50/. ^iftr 
terest, for the loan of this taonej^. Do you believd 
that 3000/. of the capital of '23;ooo/. originally lent^ 
was repaid by Lord Melville? Your witness has swoiii 
it, according to the testimony given by Mr. jTrotterl 
interest to the amount during the whole period oj 
ir,50o/. was paid besides the 3000/. capital, which 
will make 14,500/. as the $um Lord Melville paid out 
of his own pocket at least, upon the supposed reality 
of this transaction. 

Now I beg leave to ask, whether .if Lord Melville 
was the corrupt man stated, borrowing his owA 
mohcy, thit 'money which he had the command of, 
any man above the degree of an idebt would hav{^ 
paid 14,500/. out of liis own pocket, up6n a contrary 
supposition? Nay, my Lord*, it. does not stop therg^ 
^for ar a subsetjuent period, he actually repaid 20,000/. 
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of the capital besides the 14. coo/. a$.lie supposed, to 
the person that had originalf)' lent it him^ (for it is 
positively sworn by Mr. Trotter, thjlt he never dis- 
closed to him, that Mr. Lind was not the lender of 
the money till after the publication of the tenth 
repon), that is to say, 34,500/.; had Lord Melville 
paid upon the belief of the reality of this transaction, 
which your Lordships are now desired to Relieve was 
all a fiction, all a sham, directly contrary to their own 
evidence upon the subject. 

But my Lords, upon what theory, upon what prin- 
ciple, is it that your Lordships are to do away all this 
testimony, apd that in a criminal case? Your Lord- 
ships are to do it upon the ground of improbability, 
that money could be raised in the way proposed, viz. 
upon the security of the stock ; and tic learned 
manager stated, thiat nobody above the degree of an 
ideot could be imposed upon by such an account of 
the transaction; nay, that a common money lender 
would be laughed at and scouted for such a proposal, 
and here is a noble person,' conversant with business 
all his life, is imposed upon to believe such a trans- 
action as this* 

My Lords, he has given the best proof, that he 
Relieved it to be true, by paying the money; you may 
theorize and speculate as you please, upon what he 
did and what he did not believe; but that is a more 
solid proof of belief, than any thing that your in- 
genious arguments can raise against the reality of the 
transaction. But what becomes of all this theory, 
that nobody but a driveller would do it? Is Mark 
Sprot quite such a driveller? Is he upon money mat- 
ters quite such an ignoramus? 1 think your Lordships 
have had a specimen, that he looked. pretty qarefully 
when he advanced his money. You heard the account 
he gave of thati. now this improbable transaction hap- 
pened accidentally, to be a transaction. of a similar 
nature to that M^irk'Sprot engaged in; for he lent 
money upon stock alone, without any bond upoq it, 
or security of any kind whatever. He at a subsequent 
time actually lent money in that mode, wljich we arc 
told nobody abpve the .degree of aQ idegt would have 
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done, to the amoijnt of 50,000/. Now what becomes of 
speculation, theory, and ingenioiis reasoning against 
fact? Here is accidentally a gentleman conversant ia 
money transactions, who has done the very thing that 
you suppose no man living above the degree of aa 
ideot would have done. 

My I-ords, no personal securities accompanied any 
of these loans with respect to this transaction of thd 
India Stock; does it afford any proof in the world, 
but the proof how extremely careless upon money 
matters Lord Melville was? This transaction h pur- 
sued to;its final history, travelling through 'the ac- 
count of the stock, whose name it stood in, and a 
question was put, how was Lord Melville to have 
been able to have realized any claim he was to make 
tipon the stock, supposing it ultimately should turn 
out to be a beneficial concern, inasmuch as it did not 
stand in his name. 

Now what is the fair inference from that reasoning 
and theory ? Why the proof in what a ivegligent and 
careless manner Lord Melville conducted his money 
concerns, and surrendered them to the care and ma- 
nagement of Mr. Trotter. My Lords, undoubtedly, 
if Lord Melville had turned his mind to this subject, 
if he had been employing the public money upon this 
occasion for the purchase of stock, to be sure he 
would have taken care not to pay interest upon it; 
to be sure he would have taken care to see that the 
stock stood in his name, in order that he might have 
some valid and solid security for it; to be sure if it 
stood in some other name, he would have taken care 
to have from that other person, a declaration of trust 
that it belonged to him, and not to that other person. 
Lord Melville never enquired any more about it, 
'** I never told him;" says Mr. Trotter, *' whose 
** name it was in, it was in Mr. Lind's name for a 
considerable time.** I would ask the honourable mana* 
gers what is your hypothesis? Do you believe Lord 
Melville at this time sacrificed his duty to buy this 
stock, and tlieh became so indifferent about it, that 
he never enquired in whose name it was, and never 
looked after it at all ? Is that the natural consequence 
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pine, who say he was a person totally withdrawn from 
all attention to money concerns, and in this instance 
has shewn it, by not having realized to himself any 
power of following that stock and making it his own. 
If it had happened that Mr. Trotter haddi^d,.and 
^is books were not forth^coming to prove the nature 
of the transaction, undoubtedly Lord Melville's name 
never appeared with respect to the stock, and his rcr 
J)resentaiives could have no legal right by wluch they 
could have rea^lized his right to his stock, and by 
which 'they could have shewn it to be his own. 

My Lords, therefore, this which is put in the front 
• as the largest, the most important ground of cor- 
ruption,, as that upon which your Lordships are to 
build your judgments, and to pronounce the noble 
"defendant a wicked and corrupt man, stands now 
contradicted, by the testimony of their own witness 
upon oath, in all its parts; stands contradicted by the 
res gesta, by the plainest and clearest proof. Surely 
then there must be an end of all suspicion of the noble 
defendant, when such are brought forward as the ves- 
tiges of that suspicion, when we see upon honourable 
minds that they are so blinded as to put this first as a 
proof of guilt, which, when fairly and correctly, ex- 
amined in all its parts, leads every rational mind 
attentively considermg it to be a conclusion directly 
the reverses and if all the others were disputable, if 
all the others remained not open to the same obser- 
vation, this one instance 1 thank them for putting it 
forward. It is worth a thousand to fix at that time, 
and throughout the negative, that during the ^whole 
time LordMelville could by possibility, consistent with 
the history given, have had any knowledge, belief, 
or suspicion, thaj: it was public money, or that public; 
iponey could legally or properly be applied to such a 
purpose. 

My Lords, the next transaction bf the stock is the 
loyalty^ this was a transaction your Lordships will re- 
member in the year 1797. Your Lordships will in 
the first place advert to the date in the year 1797, 
that is eleven years posterior to the commencement of 
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this corrupt confederacy between Lord Melville and 
Mr. Trotter. Your Lordships will also' remember J 
that Mr. Trotter had said with respect to the last, that. 
it was the only instance in which he had made a pro- 
position to Lord Melville, to purchase stock with the 
public money. 

' In the year 1797, your terdships wjll all remember 
(it is matter of public notoriety) what was the state 
of public affairs. It was a period, perhaj)s, of the 
greatest depression df the country, I think the publid 
stocks were as low as forty-seven ; there wasVa mutiny 
in the navy ; the bank had stopped their li^ial pay-; 
ments;^ and it was considered proper for public men 
to come forward and aid and assist the public credit,' 
in every possible modes that could raise the sinking 
ind depressed spirits of the nation. 

Will your lordships permit me to ask, whether this 
•was a period which a person, desirous of enrichingj 
himself by purchase of stock, should have selected a^ 
the one most favorable for such a plan ? One who was 
in a sitjuation to be most cognizant of the state of 
affairs ? But we find here eleven years had passed 
when he never once had purchased stock out of the 
' public money in any of the periods most favorable 
to it ; but he is now supposed to have done it for a 
private purpose, under the circumstances I have 
stated, and when it appears that this stock, after it was 
puchased fell, as it was clearly foreseen would be the 
result, from ninety to seventy-two,: It was at a dis'- 
count of eighteen per cent* as is proved by evidence.- 
This is but a very bad beginning of your money spe- 
culations, if this is your first attempt, if you have 
been eleven years and never done better than this J 
eighteen per cent, loss upon the purchase you made 
upon stock. 

But, my Lords, can no one suggest any other ob- 
ject, or any other motive, why a public man, at this 
time, should offer his name as a subscriber to the 
amount of I o,ooo/, loyalty, without having any pecu- 
niary object in' view ? I need not give in proof, what 
is matter of perfect notoriety, that that illustrious per- 
JQi^ who has been frecjue^tly alluded to (Mr. P|tt) did^ 
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tt the same moment, subscribe the same sum of 
10,000/. one, certainly, who was not very largely 
gifted with the means of possessing hiraselr of funds 
to the same amount. — In truth, your lordships, in 
looking over a list of those who did subscribe at that 
time will see, that public men in great situations, as 
well those who could conveniently do it as well aa 
those who could not, were expected to come forward 
to aid and assist the public credit at that time, — Can 
any body doubt that that was the origin and the com- 
mencement of it ? That it was not with a view to any 
benefit, but that that was the view with which public 
men did come forward at a considerable loss to them- 
selves at the time. 

• Mr. Trotter has proved that, in theorigin^ it was 
not an act of his; that he gave no directions for 
the purthase of it; that he had no knowledge of 
the 'purchase of it; and consequently this instance, 
in which Lord Melville is supposed to have applied 
for the public money, to purchase itj is the instance 
in which it is purchased, not by Mr. Trotter, who was 
the necessary agent to have bought it with the public 
money if that was the object. — Does not this negative 
the design ? does it not cut off this transaction from 
the cause of dealing between Mr. Trotter and Lord 
MeWille, and show that was not the design of it 
when it origihiated from another quarter? and when 
the history belonging to it gives to it another motive 
^d another origin ? ' 

My lords, being bought, and the installments fur- 
nished, the* course observed at that time by,those who 
vished to give currency and credit to this subscript 
tion was to have sold it out, after the first installment; 
the first installment was paid, the depression of the 
$tock to the amount I have stated of eightefe^i^^r c^m. 
tQ^e^her with the attention of Lord Melville to the 
j5uBject, prevented the immediate sale of the stock.-r^ 
There wafs a necessity of paying installments fron^ 
time to time, during^ the year of 1797, as they be- 
came due. 

Mr. Trotter has sworn that, without the knowledge 
of Lord Melville, withqut the least communication to 
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hitn^he advanced these installments from. time ta ., 
time as they became due. — It is quite clear» therefore, 
that in its origin, and in its progress, as far as I have 
stated to your lordships, it bad nothing belonging to 
it that has the least appearance of a corrupt trans* 
action. 

My lords* there is one proof which appears to mc 
decisively to strip this case of every suspicion that 
might belong to it of its being a corrupt transduction. 
It is in the first place proved, that the last payment 
made upon the loyalty stock was upon the 27th of 
September 1 797.—- Now the document to which I refer 
is the letter to Messrs. Coutts, dated the 28th ot 
September, the very day after the last payn^ent, by. 
which Lord Melville authorized Messrs. ,Coucts to * 
dispose of this stock intirely, to sell the whole of it ^ 
out immediately, together with other stock, for thi 
purpose of repaying the whole principal, and all the 
dividends belonging to it, to make good the install- 
ments that had been made by Mr. Trotter in the way 
described... 

- Now the coincidence of the date following the last 
payment is surely satifactory to show that Lord MeJU 
ville considered this to be a private debt of his own, . 
to Mr. Trotter.— That Mr. Trotter hia4 furnished him 
with the means of making these payments, and th^t he 
possessed Mr. Trotter with the means of repayment,. . 
of indemnifying himself for the whole amount of 
whatever Jbid been advanced on this account. . 

My loras, with respect to all that passed afterr. 
wards,, I do not mean to state» that this article is not ^ 
stated by Mr. Trotter to be carried to the qhest a<v ^ 
count, from whence an inference has been drawn, that 
Lord Melville had knowledge that it was public 
money that had been furnished /or. the purchase 43f 
this stock* Npw, my lords, I would only submit 
it to yowr Igrdships* candid consideration, . whethep - 
the chest recount, which has been erroneously sijp- 
pose4 to be a public account, was ever exswjnQjd py, 
Lord Melville, so as for him to know that tjic jqyaity. 
Joan had been transferred to it. Mr, Trptter states^ 
(b»t he did not inforn^ Lord MeltfUe b? i;»tend«4 M 
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mak;e the transfer. He made the transfer from aa 
anxiety, an attention to his own interest. I ord Mel- 
ville, be says, neither approved nor disapproved it. 
He took the accounts without consideration. . The 
transfer appeared upon the face of the accounts. 
Lord Melville, he savs, always 5tQ;rtcd the accoiiiits 
\)efore he pa; ted from him, and he tvever was with 
him a sufBcieni length of time to enable hitti to. exar 
mine them particularly. He does not know tha? 
Lord Melville ever examined any of the accounts 
with the vouchers. Bur it is said, Lord Melville 
signed the accounts, and a duplicate was left with 
him, and vou are asked to suppose he afterwards read 
them. Now, my lords, I should be glad to be in- 
formed whether it is probable that, if Lord Melville's, 
confiderve in Mr. Trotter was so great as to indued 
him to do that act 'of signing the accounts) which 
Authenticated them, and, in a civil pofnt of view,, 
made Lord Melville responsible for their contents^i 
he should, nevertheless, afterwards have the curiosity 
to look into them? What purpose could such a 
subsequent examination answer ? . Upon the whole 
of this evidence that the noble defenda.nt is to be 
considered in th^ light of a public man unused to, 
business of this nature, unpractised in accounts, and 
totally averse to them, with his mind at that period* 
occupied in parliament, and out of parliament, with, 
the different duties that belonged to the stations I 
liave stated, with the entire confidence he reposed iii 
Mr. Trotter individually, never thought it necessary 
to examine minutely the measures which Mr. Trotter 
had adopted for his own security. T submit to your 
lordships, that the whole history of this business is 
incompatible with orijginal corruption ; that the pro- 
cress of it^ in every part, is inconsistant with it; that 
Lord MelyilI.e had conducted himself in a mode that 
Jad delivered his mind Avith respect to it, and whicht 
led hini' to that without ever adverting afterwards id 
the subject, as your lordships evidently see he never 
did advert to the larger stock (the India stock) which 
unquestionably was proved to be purchased for hina*^ 
sfeltt - . • 4 
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My lords, it is not to be supposed, it cannot be 
believed, thai the noble defendant would, .in this in*- 
stance alone, have availed himself of the ' public 
money ; that he wouM have transgressed his duty ia 
that one, and never jn anv other, transaction; its 
nature, and underdrcumstances, so little favorable 
to profit; it is incredible that he should depart with 
all his character and credit, in this one instance, from 
his fot-mer course, when in all others it is proved by 
the evidence for the prosecution, he had uniformly 
resisted and constantly acted upon a direct and precise 
iiegative of ever being assisted with the public money 
at all. ^ 

My lords, the next item of stock furnishes a much 
shorter cons'deration, it is a small article of 20opii 
East India stock, relative to which, the evidence 
given OB the part of the prosecution, by Mr. Trotter, 
bas proved only, that he had no recollection what- 
ever pf the nature of the transaction. That he'bwght 
h it is true ; that he bought it at the time stated is 
perfectly true ; but thar this sum was bought with 
public money, vyith the knowledge of the defeTidaht, 
with any directions that he gave to him, or that there 
was not ample means, in the course of his account; 
current, to pay \vhatever was furnished for that pur- 
pose, there is not adduced the smallest tittle of 
evidence to support; and, therefore, I shall 005 
Veary your lordships with travelling particularly 
tlirough the evidence of that small item, more espe- 
cially as I think your lordships will rather advert to 
the longer and more important ones, in order tQ 
chracterise ^he guilt or innocence of the nob,le dcr-? 
fendant. 

With respect to the items of remittances to the 
houses in Scotland, of 2000/. at one time, 1000/. at 
Another, and 3000/. at another, at different periods 
of time. 1 forbear to trouble your lordships with any 
observations particularly upon them, because the wit- 
ness who proved them has no distinct recollection a:s 
to the manner, the mode, or sources from whence 
they went; he says they constitute a part of his ac- 
count current, and I ani sure your lordships wift 
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never, \n the absence of all proof upon tbc subjects- 
take for granied that they were remittances furnished 
out of the public money, by the directioi^ of Lord 
Melville,, without his lordship having any adeqiiate 
means to furnish these remltfances ^otn any other 
Itgitiniate sources. And I would only just refer your 
lordships to page 13^ of the printed evidence, >¥ere, 
upon the subject ot these remittances, Mr. Trotcer 
was asked, have you any reason to doubt but that the 
payments made upon that subject were repaid out of 
the private funds of Lord Melville? The answer 
given to it was, I have no reason to doybt it, as thei« 
were frequent payments subsequent to that, and they 
went in reduction of the general account^ in which 
those sums were included- Then in the absence of 
proof on their part, that they were f.om corrupt 
sources, the total negation would have been enough^ 
but their own' witness, upon cross examination, ha$ 
disproved it by stating, that he verily believed it to 
come from the private and legitimate. sources of in- 
come belonging to Lord Melville. 

There was another transaction that was not relied 
upon by the honourable and learned manager, ia 
selecting his topics of guilt— I mean the circumstance 
that was given in evidence respecting a loan of 4QQ0A 

' upQn. bond without interest to. Mr. Irotter by Lord 
Melville. 1 do not observe that that constitutes aa 
item of charge against us^ it was not relied ttpon by 
the honorable and learned manager, who summed 

. up the case with so much particularity, and directed 
our attention to what we were to advert to ; it is not 
included in the accounts in which they charge us with 
profits: it is enough to say, that it cannot be possibly 
stated higher than a loan, expressly upon the terms 
of itj a private loan from gne individual to another; 
a private security given to cover it ; and at the time 
that circumstance of its being without interest is a 
circumstance that the witness says he never men«* 
tiongd to Lprd Melville ; it is a temporary accom* 
modation, repaid out of the account current in a short 
space of time ; the JSourc^s from, whence Mr.. Trotter 
wa^ ^x^abled jto supply that loan he has fairly stated to 
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be the course which he was always, by the use ot 
his office considered as intitlod to, videlicet^ the re- 
ceipt for the* payment of Exchecjuer fees, which have 
always constituted a legitimate tund, independent of 
that which was issued for navy services in general; 
therefore there is nothing inthat of corruption on the 
part of the defendant) of mis-use of publicmoncy, or 
any improper conduct with respect to it; it is a fair 
loan by one individual to another, with a private se- 
curity given for it, and that repaid in a short space 
of time out of the account current. 
. My lords, the only remaining article upon this sub* 
ject of money transactions is the 70Q0/. 3 per C^ts. 
reduced; upon that the evidence was extrerafeljr* 
short, and I shall have occasion to trouble your lord- 
ships but a very few moments. The fact of the pur- 
chase of this stock alone was proved on the part of the 
prosecution. 

Now my lords, with respect to the cross-examina* 
tion, all that was done by it was, to supply by another 
question, what was left short in the examination int 
chief. (In page 131, of the printed evidence, Mr# 
Trotter is asked, ** You stated that you directed stock 
'* to the amount of 7000/. 3 p^ Cents, to be purchased 
** for Lord Melville.*' Now this is the corrupt trans- 
action—" was that purchase made by any direction 
** from Lord Melville ?"-^It was made without any 
•* directions from his lordship." So much witfchre^ 
spect to' the purchase of it. Now for the means.-— 
** How came that purchase to be made without any 
** directions from Lord Melville ?" — *^ I made it iu 
** the general management of Lord Melville's affairs; 
V — I oelieve a sum of money had come into my 
** hands at that time for his lordship, and I thought 
^^ i\ wa§ proper to invest it in some manner to pro* 
** duce an interest to his lordship/' Why then, here 
U a persQH who receives the private funds of Lord 
Melville carrying an interest before indeed, as he 
states in the answer to the next question, and lays it 
out in the purchase of stock for his benefit. Ho>^ 
does this in any respect prove what is stated, that 
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this was an instance of purchasing stock with the 
public money ? 

My lords, I have now travelled through all the 
items of personal corruption in money matters one by 
one; if there was any other I am sure your lordships 
will believe you would have heard of it •, it is quite im- 
possible that any art could have eluded the industry 
that has been used ; all the accounts atCoutt's house; 
»!1 the bankers' accounts in Scotland and England ; 
all the copies of letters and correspondence; all the 
means that for months and months had been sifted 
and examined; had there been one solitary instance 
to be found of stock purchased, or of any money trans* 
actions of any kind, in any quarter of the kingdom ; 
undoubtedly the laudable industry excreted in the 
prosecution would have discovered it and brought 
jt before your lordships. Why, my lords, how 
Aen, on these grounds, can any fair mind fasten 
upon the noble defendant the foul imputation of 
having been throughout cognisant of all the nefari- 
ous transactions of Mr. Trotter, which he has posi- 
tively denied ; »and your lordships are now to prO' 
Bounce upon these articles, whether you have it sa- 
tisfactorily proved by clear, solid, and demonstrative 
tvideiice, that Lord Melville, from the beginning in 
1786 to 1800, was the man represented to be, and 
that in concurrence with Mr. Trotter he connived at, 
authorised and permitted the public money (an hun- 
4^'ed drtd twenty millihs going through his h^nd,) 
to be laid out from time to time for benefit and emo- 
lument ; leaving to Mr. Trotter all the unparticipatecj 
'benefits of the whole of it, and" taking only in these 
few instaiices which occur {ran nanfes in gurgite v^stOy) 
And which are capable of clear explanations when at» 
tentively esfamined, 
' My lords, there is one subject more which consti- 
ttited thp last topic urged against the defendant as 9 
proof of corruption, I mean the release and the de-. 
itrucfion of the books'. 

A Ad, my lordsi this is urged against us in two dfs«? 
tinct ways ; in the first place it is «rged^ tl^at ;t con* 
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stltutcs of itself a high crime and misdemeanor, and 
in the next place, that it furnishes evidence of guilt. 

.My lordsy in one word, I will dispose of the first 
part of the charge; if the fact had been true to thp 
utmost extent in which it had been stated, it could 
not have become any crime whatever for any indivi- 
dual, chargecf with an offence, himself to destroy the 
evidence which is to operate to his conviction; un- 
doubtedly it might fairly and properly be urged (pro- 
vided sufficient was known respecting it,) as evi^lence 
of his guilt, but the destruction of them substantive^, 
ly and taken by itself constitutes no crime ; the obli- 
teration of evidence that which would operate against # 
person is no offence. The offence, if it be any, niust 
be on account of the nature of these documents ; be- 
• cause they were public accounts. 

In answer to which I state, that it all proceeds 
upon a mistake, they were not papers of that descrip- 
tion> the evidence proves they were not; all thesp 
vouchers, all these papers, all these books, even are 
the private books of private individuals, the private 
documents between one and the other, of nien indeed 
who had filled public situations, but they do not 
therefore become public docurnents, because other- 
wise all the private books of accounts, all riie private 
letters of every public man would therefore beconoc 
the property of the public, or the public would have 
a right to the inspection of them j all the vouchers 
were only vouchers between one person and another, 
between the principal and his agent ; such were the 
vouchers and papers, and such the books, they hacj 
nothing of the character of public documents belong- 
ing to them, much less than Mr. Douglas's books 
which your lordships rejected upon the very principle 
of their not being public documents, but merely 
private. There is not any one circumstance to show 
that there has been destroyed any one single docu- 
ment of the nature specified. In. order tp shovv that 
these were, there should have been some evidence 
given of what the nature of the documents were : your 
lordships' cannot conjecture about it, you cannot pre- 
sume they were documents of that sort if there be no 
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<vidcAce of it, and there is not a tittle of evidence to 
show that any one public document of any dcscrip* 
tjon was destroyed by either party ; and in the ab- 
sence of all proof you will not presume it. I think 
then there is a total end of that part of the charge. 

The only remaining part of it is the presumption, 
which is resorted to, as afFoided by this species of evi* 
dence, and I certainly do not wonder that so much stress 
should be laid upon this part of the case, considering 
that the honorable managers found all the positive 
evidence to break from under thefn ; all Mr. Trotter's 
evidence hadjotally disproved the charge, and showed 
the accounts themselves to be his and not Lord Mel- 
ville's } aind then they have recourse to presumptions. 
Now your lordships know that, if therfe be positive 
proof in the case to the contrary, whatever prcsump-' 
lions might remain, they can never be set up. But 
what inference do they desire your lordships to draw 
from the destruction of these unknown papers ? Are 
you to infer that the 13,500/. stock was bought with 
the public money with the knowledge of Lord Mel- 
ville ? Are you to guess the unknown contents of an 
unknown paper because it is lost and destroyed ? 
Can you entertain any presumption as applicable to 
any particular part of the case, or how is it to be en- 
encountered against the positive testimony of Mr. 
Trotter? 

With respect to the instances furnished to your 
lordships; undoubtedly the instances stated are per- 
fectly correct in civil cases, as the instance even of a 
criminal one stated might be in their nature, though 
Inot to the extent, I think, to which the honorable 
and learned manager contended ; because I rather 
think that a learned judge would be a little cautious 
of giving quite the directions suggested in a criminal 
case solely from the fact of the destruction pf the 
clothes, without any proof that thijse clothes were 
bloody. A judge would hardly venture to state to 
the jury, that they were at liberty to presume the 
clothes to have been bloody. If there was any proof 
that they were in that condition their destruction 
might strengthen it, but the deftruction alone could 
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iothead a^ny^ tribunal to jump to a conclusion so m$|;i 
as that which has been contended for. That is not 
the habit of administering Justice, thank God, in 
this country; but what would be said in a case like 
that put by the honprable manager, if, when yo\f, 
were entertaining presumptions arising from the de- 
struction of clothes, a witness should come forWar^ 
and swear the prisoner at the bar was not the man that 
/destroyed those clothes, but I destroyed them for 
my own purpose, I destroyed them for a purpos? 
which has nothing to do with the guilt or innocence 
of the defendant; it was I that did it, and he has 
nothing to do with it : what would you say then to 
aoy presumption to be drawn from such a .citcum- 
stance? What would you say, my lords, to sudi a 
presumption as this, if it was accounted for in an en- 
tirely different way, viz. that these were old worn 
out clothes, which were no longer wanted, and that 
antecedent to any imputaption or charge, they had 
been in the natural and ordinary course destroyed ? 
And yet this is the case before you, for with respect 
to the destruction of these papers and these vouchers, 
all this evidence of presumption, which is dtawn to the 
disadvantage of the noble defendant, and which is to 
fasten upon him all this guilt, is all furnished by this 
letter, which with your lordships* permission 1 will 
read, and you will see then what fair inference or 
presumption it affords of the corrupt conduct, imput* 
ed to him. 

My Lords, it is a letter dated the 30th of June» 
1804, it is in answer to a requisition*, desiring to be fur- 
nished with the result of various accounts between the 
noble defendant and his paymaster, during his Trea- 
surership for twenty years which had preceded the 
date of this letter ; accounts of every sum Mr. Trot- 
jtcr had ever paid for or received from him. 
, " Gentlemen, * ^ 

** I have received your requisition of date the 
^^ 26'th instant. It is impossible for me to furnish you 
** with the account you ask. It is more than four years 
** since I left the office of Treasurer of the^^avy ; and 
" ^ the period of doing^ so, having accouiiBlll^oreveiy 
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•^ «tim Imprest into my hands, I transferred the wtole 
*• existing balance to the account of my successor. 
*^ From that time I never considered any one paper or 
•* voucher that remained in my hands as of the small- 
*** est use to myself or any other person; and, conse- 
** quently, being often in the practice, since I retired to 
*^ .Scotland, of employing occasionally sometime in as- 
** sortingmy papers, and destroy ing those that were use- 
*' less^ 1 am satisfied there does not exist any one ma- 
•* tcrial by which I could make up such an account as 
** you specify — ." That is part of the letter relied upon* 
to prove against Lord Melville> a corrupt, fraudulent, 
and wilful destruction of the papers : the account 
given of.it bein^g a natural account,, which I presump 
would be the case of every individual who had quitted 
a'situation for more than four years, without the leasjC 
idea of suspicion, of any ulterior account he was to 
have to give ; that he should do this in the most 
natural way that any individual might innocently and 
fairly do, at the time when he settled all his ba- 
lance, which it is proved he did, with his private 
agent, Mr. Trotter : and When he had settled all his 
accounts with the public, that he should naturally, 
fairly, and, in the ordinary course of any indi- 
vidual, occupy that leisure he had in disburthening 
himself of papers which he saw of no probable future 
use. 

But it is also proved by evidence on the part of 
the. prosecutor of Mr. Trotter,- that: this always had 
been the habit of Lord Melville, from time to time^ 
to destroy useless papers, that it was his course long 
and long before : 1 desire therefore to ask my Lords, 
whether, under these circumstances, any fair inference 
can be drawn to the disadvantage of Lord Melville ; 
or any belief that he was destroying those vouchers 
forany wicked or corrupt purpose. 

Your Lordships will have the goodness to bear in 
riiind, that the retirement alluded to was in i8oi, 
when the noble defendant left the office of Secretary 
of State, and had left the political world* Twelve 
months after he had settled this account with Mr# 
Trotter; two years before the Commissioners" of 



. Mjr hordes ^^^ rcispect t0 tH^ ^ihmm4 ih9^t tht 
jboQoorsibl^ 4nfi k^ped icia^ager ^bpiigbl: ^^ :ha4 
driven u$ fpj by?. *&ki4g, ^beiihjeri ^e' papery or 
|fpu<ihers had be^eS ^Wroy«4 :bef(^(e <?t p^snerior t^ 
-the relcftK ^n iSp^, I cwijkh s4y tM I ii«©l .ifv : Uvf 
ftu^sd.onably rJbe vppchefs #nd papers i^^Hiiided - fo . ia 
j-(wrd Melyille'^ Iqtter yere destroyed Wg btforc 
tfcie relf^a^, was «ecufed; fevt .riip^ , pap^r^ mi, 
yovich«5 rckJicd p th^ acjEOiuntp wjaich wfrc q^^h 
bctwpen LiCHTd Melvijlcafiid.Mrp Trott^.pendjiig.cixf 
freafeurcrj^ip. Th*se are the .n^^ou/^ts enqiiir^d' aftef 
by the Comniifisioners in jtfeeir neqvMs^tipn,: .i^ow Mr> 
TrQttcrhas pfwed tKit these aqcoupts )V;Qre $etcie4 
And .cbe: ball^ee paid in 1800. The honpi^rrable and 
learned manager has thjbrefore been kd jiiii0 9, O^istalcie^ 
4^ suppo^tog tiieaccoun(S| wh&A tb^ papi^r^ ia q.uestion 
vei-e d^stxoyed^ WM yec ^pw. and unsettled. . Th* 
^CiXDunt spok^ of in there^leA^ej upon jvifeich n ba? 
Mace is stated to be due to Lord Melville, jchejvkaeas 
-expressly proves ito be an account wl^ieh did not cooji^ 
pjencctill iSoi. 
. Npw, my Lords, wab respect to tlie rdeasev *waa 
Hbexe ever a Case -which less juscly mllcd for any iti^ 
ferxences to the disadvantage of the noble defendant f 
was the release his act, was it hits contrivance? mjr 
.i-ord-s here again Mr. Trotter^ their. own wiimess, 
-comes forward and exonerates liim, be expr^sly $ayi» 
. ithat the idea of a release originated with himself^ 
that at the time he thought of it he was in London.; 
ithat be had indeed originally proposed it long before, 
j&iut it was poM:ponedTOr execution for some timer it 
was then upon his own received suggestion for par-» 
poses of bis own, (:undoubtedly to facilitate the subsp- 
dqiient destruction of his books with the view of. con^ 
cealing his own transactions, whiich were of a najtur^ 
.that he knew would not bear to be enquired into,) 
that he armed himself with a^elea^ to foe executed 
by Lord MelviUe in Scotland. Upon that occa^ion^ 
fie consulted a most honourable ajnd cespeccable.spli* 
<itor^ Mr Spottiswoode^ a auu\ Q£\x$mi09S^ dfid^ar^OAii 
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of credit, anil the clause in question, which has fur* 
niihed so much observation, was a clau^ he believes 
lug^ested by that respectable solicitor, inserted with 
so little attention on his part that be did not recollect 
its being there till it was pointed out to him, and that 
a release so drawn, without the Knowledge of Lord 
Melville, without his having seen the draft, without in* 
serting a correction in any part of it^ was sent to him 
}n Scotland, and because it happened to contain a 
clause, wheteby they declare that they have mutually 
delivered up tor destruction, or propose so to dp, 
their respective vouchers, it is to be presumed, that 
Lord Melville was conscious he had done something 
improper, and therefore he registered it upon a pa*- 

?er that is to be recorded in the courts of Scotland, 
'ken for the purpose of concealing his guilt be takes 
the best means of disclosing it* 

These are the inferences to be drawn from this re* 
lease. But supposing the parties had been together 
and had mutually interchanged their respective vouch- 
ers, and had put them in the fire, as is common upon 
settling accounts, would any inference to the disad* 
vantage of either party have been drawn from that, 
and what does it amount to more, when each party 
being at a distance agrees to put an end to that which 
can raise a claim by the representative of one, in case 
of death, against the representative of the other. 

My Lords, in this case I certainly do not propose, on 
the part of the noble defendant to trouble your Lord- 
ships with much, if any evidence at all, if it should, 
happen that any of the circumstances that I have 
stated should seem more correctly and properly to call 
for any evidence upon the subject, particularly that 
circumstance of the relinquishment of his salary ias ne^^ 
gativing any inferences of his. being a corrupt man, or 
pursuing public money, if that should be deemed 
proper, it will occupy but a moment of your Lordship's 
time. Upon the general subject of the charge it is 
not ray intention, on the part of the noble defendant 
to, trouble y<Jur Lorships ^ith any evidence. 

I hope it will not however be said that the defend- 
ant i».desdc,ute^pro&f,andtl\at he rests his case with*- 
out evidence— no -he stands upon the best evidence ; 
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th^ produces from the most unsissp«:tcd tjtiartcr, it ij 
from the evidence of the prosecutor himself, now it is 
come out that 1 have uniformly relied as proving taf 
case and disproving theirs. 

Perhaps it may l>e said we might have recourse to 
general evidence of a nature sometimes upon occasions 
like this adduced before p tribunal of this nature; 
but; nly Lords, my Lord Melville's conduct and . 
character have long been before the public ; it cannot 
be a secret to your Lortlship's, and I will not descend 
to any particukrization of evidence, or to adduce the 
long and distinguish^ train of witnesses who would be 
Kady to come forward and give an account of his con- 
duct in every department^ and the purity, vigour, 
energy, and integrity, by which he was uniformly 
actuated. 

I cannot help observing, that that is a little hard to 
have it said of the defendant that his private affairs 
prospered while the public affairs committed to his 
trust, were uniformly ruinous and falling into destruc- 
tion. Is that a fair account of the defendant ? I will 
not pursue the subject, I will leave it to your ho- 
nourable minds, to say whether that is a fair ac- 
count of the result of the noble defendant*s services 
to the public. Your Lordship's have heard, that evea 
in this the Navy Department, all that is imputable^ 
all that happened of misconduct, might have happened 
and escaped the vigilance of the most honourable and 
respectable persons, because they did escape their vi- 
gilance for two years after Lord Melville quitted the 
situations.. In the time of his two immediate suc- 

. ccssors. Lord Harrowby and Mr. Brag^e Bathurst, for 
two years together, Mr. Trotter remamed, and that 
same practice of drawing from the bank, and the 

' same use of the money continued. It surely therefor© 
does not necessarily infer guilt, it does not necessarily; 
infer knowledge, that a transaction of this sort should 
go on by the subordinate, to whom all the detail of 
the business was by the course of the office left, with- 
out any misconduct, without -any abdication of duty 
imputable to those honourable persons who succeeded 
him, and who. had not, as Lprd Melville, had any ojthcr 

09, 



{yiiblic o9ncera to distract theiir attenficms. But it 
might be saic} equally with respect to several other 
high skuations; for iostaiice, the case of auditors of the 
Exchequer, where all the business is usually done bf 
deputy, that the principal who does not vigilantly su- 
perintend all that passes, whether he happens to have 
public concerns of another nature or not is highly cid- 
pable. There arc other situations of this nature which 
are constantly given to persons, in exalted stations, as 
rewards for their services in more laborious depart** 
tnents* If the noble defendant was not so vigikint as 
he taight have been over the conduct of his payraas- 
ter, let it be recollected tl^at he was employed in the 
service of the public in matters of infinitely greater 
momentt and that without salary^ or with a small per** 
tion of the salary he was entitled to receive. 

But, my Lords, can it &irly be said, that the public 
concerns committed. to his trust were negleaed? did 
the public suffer any injury ? I do not mean to palliate^ 
much less to defend the conduct of Mr. Trotter, but 
recollect they were his a£b, and not the defendant's, 
that there never was any circumstance that naturally 
attracted the attention of the noble Lord, because no 
interruption of public business, no delay, no loss, had 
everhappenedtd call for his' attention to watch, inspect, 
and superintend ; and it is proved by Mr. Bn^ge 
Bathurst, that he only interrered, when referred to> 
and left atl the detail of payments and receipts to 
his pVymaster. " Surely then, it will not be said Lord 
M^lviiie was culpable in doing the sarnie, and only 
interferinjg when his'attention was called to. But can it 
be fairly said of the defendant, that he has ncglcaed 
or abdicated his dut}',when it appears in evidence, and 
when k wa« honourably and fairly stated by the bo* 
ilourable manager, who opened the accusation against 
him, who said, ** I wish to say every thing in illus- 
*** tratioa <)( good deeds, and to give them all the 
^ credit a^d praise that is due to them.; it is with 
^- satisfectioh, I 4ay,*that do^iring the time that Mr» 
•* Dunda« wa^ treasurer of the navy, several benefi- 
^ cial regulaticfns took place, which he has the credit 
^ Qf having formed for the protection and defence 
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* of a meritorious class of men, to give alotments cf 
** wages, and several regulations were formed througil 
** his instrumentality, which have saved a numbtsr 
'* of lives from public execution : the act partica* 
" larly, he said that has prevented thfe forgery oif 
f^ seamen's wills ; that for this he deserves the thanks 
.** of his country, and the gratitude, the unbounded 
^^ gratitude of that meritorius class of men/' These 
were the words of his accuser; and yet, my Lords, in 
summing up the case against the defendant, are wp 
told that his private affairs flourished, and* the {Public 
withered under my Lord Melville* 

My Lords, I shall trouble your Lordships with 
but a word or two more. The honourable mana** 
ger who opened this case, truly told your Lord*- 
ships, that the. defendant was tried by a tribunal 
which he himself had preferred. It should be rccoU 
iected that he had little option left him upon this 
subject after he had, behind his back*, been prejudged 
^d calumniated in every part of the mecropolis and 
its vicinities, and before the public officers, by wt^tm 
the jury must have been convened for his trial. My 
Lords, he preferred these proceedings, because ht 
thought that every one would be satisfied, that if the 
ilx^rruption and guilt imputed to him had existed in 
any part of his life, it could not escape the vigilance', 
the industry, and the power, that in thfs proceeding 
would be employed against him : he preferred it be^ 
cause he was sure that here he should have justice I 
that here he might appeal to that high bonpur which 
pervades every noble breast, and wnich the constitu* 
tioB has substituted in the place of the obligation im^ 
posed in inferior tribunals. * 

My Lords, your Lordships are about to discharge 
a solemn and important duty ; the higest and most 
responsible that can be exercised by nun himself) 
about to stand before another tribuhal,.in a mompnar 
tous and awful cnquiry«and review. 

Your Lordsliips arelo exercise thi&.ftinction in thi|> 
august tribunal, the highest in the world, in thq^ye» 
and in the presence of Uiis great natioo, ^nd of.^hc 
representatives of cv^ry other. Your Locdkhiptsare 
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to exettise it in the ease ot a defendant of exalted 
rank, and who, my Lords, is now called upon in the 
^evening of his life, after a period of more than forty 
years employed in the public service, and who now, 
my Lords, has ail that is left to him. depending upon 
the judgment which your Lorships are to pronoujqce. 
My Lords, to that judgment he looks forward witti^aB 
the confidence that conscious innocence, and a if^- 
ance upon your lordships* wisdom, justice, and Im- 
partiality can produce. My Lords, I will trjo'ible 
your Lordships no further than to offer my huijiblc 
thanks to your Lordships for the great attention , that 
I have received, and requesjtyour- Lordships will ac- 
cept my humble apology for having so long trespassed 
tipon that indulgence. 

The following evident ?vas .^hen given on the part 
of the defendant. 

. Mr. John Litch,6eld» from the Privy Council ofBce, 
produced a volume of the registers of orders in council. 
\ And an extract of the order, dated zyth Fetiruary, 
i795f was read, viz. \ . 

*' And the Lords of the committee do agree fur* 
**ther to Import, as their opinion, to your Majesty, 
** that with respect to the salaries of the principal 
** Secretaries of state, such salaries should be 6000/. 
f^ per annum, clear of all deductions, and in lieu of 
** all former salaries and fees^ and that this arrange- 
•* ment should be considered as taking effect from 
^* the 1 2th of January, 1792, with regard to the right 
" honourable Lord GFenville, and the right honour* 
♦* able Henry Dundas; and with regard to his grace 
^* the. Duke of Portland, from the date of his grace's 
^' appointment to be one of your Majesty's principal 
*' secretaries of state.'* 

His Majesty, taking the said report into considera* 
tion, was pleased, with the advice of his privy coun- 
ciU to confirm such of the regulations respecting the 
officers of his Majesty's principle secretaries of state, 
proposed by thejcommissioners, appointed by the said 
act, passed in the 25th year of his Majesty's reign, as 
appeared to be approved of by his Majesty *s said 
prmcipal secretaries of state* And his Majesty. is 
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likewise j^eftsed, with the advke afbresai4 to apprtfve 
and contirm the further regulations proposed by his 
Majesty's said principle secretaries of state, with the 
exceptions above stated in the said report of the lords 
of the committee of privy couacilj and to order as it 
is hereby ordered^ that the same be adopted and car^ 
tied into execution. And the right honourable the 
Iprds commissioners of his Majesty's treasury and his 
Majesty's principal secretaries of state are to give the 
necessary directions herein as to them may respec- 
tively appertain. 
Tb^n fFtUiMi Pultock, Esq. ttfoi examined as foJhtvs. 

Mr. PJumr. Are you the chief clerk iq .the lioaie* 
department^ of the Secretary' of state >— I am.. , 

How long have you beea in that situation ?^Forty<» 
nine years. u 

Did it fall in your department and du|y»t as- the 
qhief clerk, to pay the salaries that were' due to the 
Secretaries of state for the home 4cpa2tinent.?r-rCon«i 

Ffom the eighth of June 1791^10 the rath of J^nur 
ary 1792^ did you pay any salary to Mr. Dunjja*?-^! 
did not. ;. - 

From that time to the loth c^ July, 1794^ did you 
pay him any salary ? —I did not. 

If any salary had been demaned by m^y Lofd MeK 
ville during that period of time, would it have been 
your department to have paid it, and must you have 
known it ? — I should think so. . 

During that interval have you accounted, to Lordl 
Melville for any fees ? — Yes. 

To what period have you so accounted ? —To the 
nth of July, i794f^ when his Lordship removed to 
the war department. 

Was he entitled down to the period of the order in 
council to the salary exclusive of the fees ?**^Yes. 

What is the amount of that salary which he would 
have been entitled to during that period, prior to the 
order of council, from tht month or June, 1791, to the 
period of the order of council?— Upon the nearest 
calculation I could make it would produce 2^715/. aj» 
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t VrQftf tfkta^ t^«^ M the thn«6f Lord ti/ttMKU g^ 

iiy^fio tHe ^ir dtptHttiem ?-^i4,9jS/. its id. 

State the emdunt of fee^ which had beM rcMttro^ 

Sriof tO' the c?rdcr ibf cotiftcifl, irfcich tre to be dedti€C^ 
om th*'«anl yo\x h^t gxten f — The actfdunt of ftiP 
received By Ws Lo»dstiip previous to thd iitb day or^ 
^midry, i7<J8, 15^32/. %s. $id. ' -* 

Ate tho** fee5< ii^itih arose j^riof to the o(A<St o^ 
council ?-^Prtortfoth^ t2th of jatiuary, 1794. » 

TbdC order ih t^uncil hkt no effecc ^atever ispmk' 
the right to receive those fees ? — Nonel' 

•Tiike the ahiount of ftes subsequeri^ t9the orde^bf 
dounoilf aAd which itt it be deducted from the sum 
before givw ?— ^The suifn tbtal of the fees was it^g^BL' 
4i, 4M the^i^^Mes of the ofllce 16 that interim, de- 
ducted therefrom being 3932/. i6i. 6Jrf., Icft^fi^^l* p. 
^jift tffear^i*hi!l LordJbip. ' ' 
^ ' Wni riiw the ftet artdunt ^ fees subsequent to the 
fifder tif ce^ilScil ?r-««YeS it ^as. 

What is the total of the money relincjuished tA the 
pOblic ia tAe^atc6dnty6ii have be eligivmg ^i%^^lL 
iOT.iU, ' -i . ' ' ;■ . s' :: 

Is that sum the amount of what was ^iven up t& <h# 
ftitflrc subfcet^iient to t*ie order of couhCit?— 1 think so^ 

1 think you said that the £(nfioanr rdbqui^bed before' 
tHe ordci* dP ceuritil Was 2^7 15^ ai. lo^d* Is thatt so ?-^It 
i««o. 

What is the total aniount of thoie two suftis giten 
up in this department, as secretary of state fbrtbe nOnfte' 
iiepartfemcnt ?— ^The two sums added make 8,648A 
13/. 2^. 

His the whole of that SiAn 8,649/. 1 p, a^. been' ptiid 
ifo'the jkibKcby this Fkliiwjuishment?— th h^s. 

Crofs examined. . , - : 

• 'M^.WhhhreaJ. During the trhric that Lord 'Mel- 
ville- received any fee or emolutttcnt whatever, was it* 
paid to hitt> through you } — His Lordship frequently 
^^-ttife oriders fof payment, and received money of 

me- ' • ^ • • ' i 

" Was it In the l*outine of yoi^r business to refceive 
sUeh claries '^iid fees for li^fd Melville inthe secre^ 
tary of state's departments ?— It was. - . «. 



- ' To tHtow d\i yoii pty what money Wu ^idpay oft 
bfs ^account ?-rSom«tifncs to his Ijotaship's banker; 
at other times to his order, ft other cinacs bj^ verbal 
orders. 

Caa you swear ch^f the (;;alculat]ons you have madd 
of th^ sums relinquished by Lord Melville are accu- 
Wte >•— I may be subject to error,^ but they are as act 
curate as 1 could make them. 

Questions by the Lotds^'-iti^y^ I. understood, you 
figlitly in saying the order of council bore dace tbo 
ayth oi February 1795 ?— Yes. ' 

And that the fets were to be relinquished from i\ii 
let-h of January, 1792 ?— It is so directed in that .or- 
der of council; that with respect to the Secretary of 
State, that fhev sbouktfatYetiiatAlldwahce of 6cooA 
a year clear of all deductions, and in lieu of fees} 
and that with respect to Mr. Dnridas, DOwX^ord Mcli-. 
villci it' should have a retrospect from, the iitk of 
January, 1792. 

' JivA I to understand you^ that Lord Melyille t^ 
tdived '6,000/* a^ear from the 12th January 1792, ?--4 
No, his lordship -received short of that money, 

^bin Jatnei Cbapmsn^ Esq, wds examined. 

Mr. Plumer.-^^ htihcr you are the chief clerk in 
f he Secretary of State's office for the war department ? 
-^I am. " 

Were you so ia the month of March, 1795? — 
Yes. . • • 

Wtrc you the person through whom the salary* 
Aut to the Secretary of State in that department, 
would have bee^ paid ?— Yes. 

Hdw much in point of fact of salary did you pay 
it Lord Melville, as Secretary of State for the war 
deparment ^-p*I do not know the total amount that I 
paid ; I paid Lord Melville his salary at the rate of 
H^oo^. a yeatj from January 1795, to June i8ooi 
and at the rate of 4,900/. a year from the first of June 
rfeo6 to the rime Lord Melville resigned the seals in 
Marph) I believe i-8oi. 

What was the ;^mpunt pf difference between what 
Lord Melville was entitled to receive and what he 
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actually did receive?— My Lord Melville relinquUh- 
ed from July 1794 to the time he resigned the seals,| 
ppwurds of z6,oooA 

Are you now speaking of the war department 
only ? — ^Of the war departm>:nt OQljr« 

xhis has nothing to da then with any relinquish- 
jnent in the offin of Secretary of State for the home 
department ? — ^No. 

Cross-^amined. 

Mr. fVhitbriad—Vitrc you the channel through 
which all Lord Melville's salary^ such as he did re* 
ceive« passed ? — ^Yesj in the war department. 

Did you account with Lord Melville for that sala* 
ly?— Ye*. 

Whether any part of the additional salary^ stated 
by you to have been relinquished by Lord Melville» 
ever was tendered to his lordship ? — It was withheld 
in consequence of Lord Melville's direction to me 
not to pay it to his account. 

When did you receive those directions? — I pre- 
sume when the first quarter's salary was due, when 
I asked Lord Melville* whether I should pay it, ^r 
what I should do? 

Do you know of any reason why that salary was 
pot received by Lord Melville, or not paid to him in 
the same manner as it was paid to other secretaries 
of state ? — I believe, because Lord Melville con- 
* ^ ccived himself reipeiving 4,ooo/, a year as treasurer of 
the navy, he therefore received a,ooo/. a year as Se- 
cretary of State, making in the whole the salary of 
6,000/. a year, which was the salary allotted to the 
Secretary of State, 

Then Lord Melville, for both offices, the Trea- 
surership of the JQavy and the other office, received 
6,oop/. a year ! — I can only speak to my own depart- 
meiif, from that he received only 2,000/. 

What salary did Lord Grenville receive fcotn the 
^ame office ? — I do not know. 

Were you not chief clerk when Lord Grenville 
was secretary of state ?— I am in the war depart- 
ment. 



Rt-examified: 
Mr. Plumerl — ^Might Lord Melville, if tehad hti% 
so disposed, besides his salary as Trea$urer of t^ 
Navy, have received the full 6,000/. as Secretary of 
State for the war department ? — 1 conceive undoubc* 
cdly so. 

Had you authority, and Would you hare paid iff 
if it had been demanded ?— Certainly. 

Was there any reason for your non payment of the 
money but the voluntary relinquishment by Lord 
Melville, which you have stated ?— None other, 

Mr Plumer.— My Lords it is matter of figures; 
I would only beg to call your Lordship's attention 
to those two sums that have been proved by.ijbese 
witnesses to the amount of 5,^648/. xp. 2.d. in the 
lioine department, and the amount of 26,081/. 7J. 5^^ 
in the war department, added together they make th# 
sum of 34,730/. oj. 7J. relinquished by Lord Mel- 
ville and saved to the public. 
. Mr. Adam then rose, and spoke as follows : 
My Lords, it is how come to my time to approach 
your lordships in the discbarge of this most awful 
a^nd most important duty^ It is a duty which from 
various events in life, and various recollections, is 
much more awful to me than I am enabled to ei* 
press. My lords, it is rendered still more so by the 
most emphatic eloquence, and the most powerful ar- 
gument, which has preceded that which I am to ad- 
dress to your lordships. My lords, I trust that I 
shall have resolution to collect my thoughts^ and to 
state them with accuracy, and the best return that I 
can make to your Ibrdships' favourable attention is» 
thaf I shall not delay your lordships with any thing, 
but what is completely to the point. 

My Lords, 1 shall approach in the first initaace 
to the consideration «of the statute, not because it lies 
directly in the order in point of time, but: because 
it is important to discuss the law as an abstract pro* 

fosition, unconnected with the fact ; and because 
wish that the discussion of the statute should not 
interfere with the narrative and the argument which 
form the ground of defence* 
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My Lords, before* I state the observations which I 
fbtU bafr«.f# usher into your lordships' attenfion^'tip* 
4|>f> the construction of the statute of the 25 Geo. IlL 
k't me entreat your lordships to recollect this> and 
to bear k in yoiir minds in all the various ramiBca- 
cions of this important case, that the noble and emi- 
^trtt perMMi, whose ca$e;is now under your lord- 
ships* consideration, ddcs not at this moment owe, 
«nd that he has not from the day he left the office of 
(Ur^ealurer of the navy, owed one farthing to the pub* 
lie. He has paid up every single sixpence that ever 
was in any course impressed into his hands, even in- 
K:Uiding the sum of io,ooo^ which has been So much 
;the subject of public discussion. Not only so, but 
^our lordships will never fail to recollect that every 
Ibfanch of that duty* which he discharged as trea- 
surer t>f the naVy, never met with any impediment; 
sthat the public never suffered any loss ; that the per^ 
ison who was entitled to his payment never had hk 
payment postponed in one single farthing or for one 
siogle moment*. My lords, this is n most important 
feature in this case, and it is well, not only that it 
sbouM be impressed upt>n the rninds of thui high tri- 
bunal, but that a watchful* an anxious, and as I 
shall shew your lordships, an unwarily misled public^ 
shall likewise know the fact to the utmost Corner of 
it» united empire. My lords, the act of parliament 
which I hate to state to your lordships was the work 
of ^h^ nobie defendant, and he is accused now before 
your lordships of having been the breaker of bis own 
law. My lords, it is important, before your lordr 
ships find him guilty of having been the breaker of 
hi^ own law, ttiat y6ur lordships should thoroughly 
understand what that law impoiis. *I will venture to 
«ay# tliaD uijltsi there is an intention of having re- 
course to matter, which I am .sure never legally was 
forced iftto the construction of any clause of %n ^ct 
o-f parliament, which no court of law could listen, to, 
ihat yo^uf loid^hips must decjcfe, and mun be clearly 
of opinion, notwithstartding the threats that we have 
lieard of being brought to shame upart this points 
that this law is most di^iinctly what we expound it 



to h&t ami thtiit there 13 rvo ol^^rion ujKXl^'rb^piirf 
of the noble Jord, or upoa the parc.qf a^y oilies 
treasurer of tbe navy, to withboild: from dpuwiagoi*! 
the money which is placed in the bank as $oo£ijt« tbfQ 
time of service arrives, under che pfoper assigBiQ^M 
from the proper board. 

The learned counsel ihen entered into onie of *the 
ablest and nH>st logical legal argument^ thac pprJapD 
was ever heard in Weitnainister Hali, ia 'Whkh i^e 
contended, (hat the objects of the acr were v^y ^i-i^ 
ferenc from, and of much qiore importance, chan 
what was relied upon hy the managers; and tbat ai* 
though a few 4wor(j$ or expressions in the act.Qiig^ 
at first view seej^ to import otherwise, yet, when the 
matter was exanut^ed and sifted to the bottoiat tbp 
act of parliament would not bear the constructku^ 
put upon it by the managers for ^e Commons*. , 

I beg le^ve tp state to your jordships next,, th^ , 
tSises which have i^ri^ea from this. act, and to youiT 
lorships that they are. In my opinion, of tlu: rnofi^ 
impofum nature. Yc/ur lordship? have heard rUai 
tiie widow and the or^phan of the jsailors iiave hees^ 
the subjects pf the protection of the JAobie lordj^ 
t^t.he has taken infinite (minsio qiak^ r^gulation)^ 
which should check the worst of all crimen, tho 
crime of falsifying ins^truments to the injury of th^ 
poor. My lords^ without the regulations which cbi^ 
act contains, it wowld not have been possible for the 
noble lord's acts to have been carried into executig«» 
vith effect ; for if you had crampt and fettered tba 
pfl^ymenc, in suth a way as tp make each particular 
aixpence doled out at the bank to the individual, all 
these meritorious acts would have been ineifeaMal ; 
the allotment of seamen's wages to the wife of 4» 
seacnea; the payment to a child after the death of his* 
father in the ba^ttles pf hi? country ; the payment , 
tp apy person who may have a claim upon Uie trea- 
surer <^. the navy's office of a-sr.'Jl amount, would 
y^vc been but of little eflfect indeed, if they had beea 
.obliged to, take their piece of paper from the office at 
$omerset-house, with the sum of one shilling, or five 
t^bUlilfgs, or twenty shiiliags,. or up to five pounds,. 



writtefi upOB lit in ttidfr to carry it cbrot^ dt the 
offices of tlie txink of England, before they arrived 
at the place of fiayment. My lords, it provided 
ihcreibre for the payment of the numey in a place 
where it should be convenient for such persona to re- 
ceive it* ' But this was not the only object of the dJBt 
of parliament ; it waa not only necessary to leave the 
latMr part of the act free, .and at the control and dis- 
ciretion of the paymaster in that respect; but this ace 
hiad other objects most material to the welfare of the 
country, which it has carried completely into eflFect^r 
I,t bad for its object to prevent premature calls, by 
warranting no payment, unless the letter of the board* 
certifying the existence of the call, accompanied the 
iliemorial of the treasurer. It was passed for the 
purpose of ascertaining balances, while the services 
were performing \ it was to secure to the public aa 
official account, instead of a personal account \ it was 
through that medium to confine the account of the 
treasurer of the navy to one account, instead of be- 
ing distributed ;o five or six; it was to prevent the 
office of ex*treasurer from continuing an existing 
office ; it was to make a treasurer, when he went out of 
office, hand over.all the money (as the noble lord did 
every penny of it) to his successor, in order that the 
account might be all carried on by one set of clerks, 
under one master, in one set of books, and not ac-; 
cording to the irregularity that was practiced before 
that time ; it was to secure a yearly audit of 'the ac- 
counts, by calling upon the treasurer to nuike up his 
accounts each year and have them audited at the end 
of the year, instead of, to the disgrace of this coun» 
try and of the administration of the exchequer, hav* 
ing the accounts in the exchcquer,of Lord Ranelagh 
in the year 1782, who went out of histreasurership 
in the reign of king William. These are the ol> 
jects of the act, and it was perfectly consistent with 
the objects the noOle lord had in view when he 
brought in this act, that the form of it should be such 
as I have stated, because it has answered those bur* 
poses which are particularly described in the third 
report of the commissioners of accounts^ aad.wh^cj^ 
was the great foundation of this regulation. 



My lords, wfth respect to'flie cthe? parts of tfcfe 
case I would wish to take them lif in <tieb«iier <rf^ diue 
as much as possible, but, my l<>i*ds, k iiimpossibte 
for me to approach that part of the subject without 
considering a little the manner in which this case has 
been treated by the honorable and learned manager 
who summed up the case. Mjr lords, I know the 
talents, and I know the experience of that learned 
person, and I cannot help thinking that he has ap« 
plied all the ingenuity that his most fertile mind is 
master of, in order to give your lordships a wrong 
impression of this case, and. give me leave to say, 
my lordsj an impression, as I conceive, totally in* 
consistent with those general principles of administra- 
tive criminal justice,^ which I am sure will prevailjn 
this high tribunal, as it does in every other inferior 
tribunal of the kingdom. 

My lojrds, we have ushered before your lordships, 
by an explanatory speech of great ability, the nature 
of the evidence that wc were to meet with, we had 
the witness described to us by a speech of the honor* 
able manager, who stated to us how he was to prove 
his case; his witnesses were broujght; his case was 
proved, according to his conception of it ; his wit- 
nesses were cross-examined; the evidence was all be- 
fore your lordships ; and, my lords, it seems to me a 
most remarkable feature in this case, that, in sKldress- 
ing your l(Kdships, fpr the purpose of observing upon 
that evidence, the tenor and plan of that address is 
to satisfy your lordships, that you are to draw pre- . 
suniptbns contrary to the evidence, qr, in other 
words, that a great criminal prosecutor, in the highest 
court of criminal justice in the country, instead of 
resting upon the facts proved, and giving credit to 
the witnesses whom he brought to prove them, is to 
endeavour to evade the facts as they are proved, and 
to state presumptions, arising out of other, parts of 
the transaction and of the evidence, distinct from the 
fact. 

My lords, I shall have ocdasion to expound this 

rinciple as I go along, and to satisfy your lordships, 
trust dearly, that it is not according to the coarse 
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£^ proccediiigf md ma^ c^nMiMt wkh geisra) j^cr, 
xh9C when yoof )ordship$ btvc cle<r puid dfscinc^ 
evidence givea to you upon onth. saoaiooed b/ the 
Mitjr wbo briagi the wkaees, tln^t be »hoq4d <kstroy 
the effect of tl»t witiKCssei i^ttimoajr, by Imn^i ^^^ 
{Course lo prttuoiptive evideftce« 

My lordly I wiih to speak from autltorky 10 mo»e 
luicieAC times^ ud to state to your k>rd$hip& whftt, 19 
the great trial of tbe bisbop of Rocbest^ri w^ pro^- 
nouncedby a most profound judge, my l-xM'd Cow^- 
per^ in that trialj said, *' The widdom add goodnesa 
'" of our law appears in notbiiig more remarJuiblt 
^' than in the pcrspictrity, certainty, and clearness of 
^' the evidence which it requires to fix a crioie^ i* 
*• which the life, liberty, or property of a mao h 
•* concerned ; herein we glory and pride ourselves^ 
•* and are justly the envy of all our neighbours. Ow 
*' law, in such cases, requires evidence so cleaf diat 
** every by-stander who hears it roust be instantly 
" satisfied for it* truth. It admits of no forced con* 
" structio;ns, or of any thing but whacis according 
/* to the principksofnaitural justice,." 

My lords, I am sure that sentiment will be tueasurci 
up by your lordships in tbe whole icoosideration of 
this case, and that your lordships wall, not permit any 
strained contractions to break in upon ^the dear meao^ 
ing and intendment of the evidence, . by .whatever 
authority such constructions may be kid ^owb. 

My lords, the object oi this prosecution is tojhovr^ 
chat the noble lord bas^ aigainst consoience^ and 
aj^inst law, availed bsmsebf of the public money in 
his hands, or in the hands of Jaas deputy, for the pur«» 
pose of gain. My lords, I believe 1 state the ques^- 
tion between the honorable managers and the noble 
defendant, distinctly and fairly, when I state this, 
that he is not here to be tried for any petty delin«> 
■Quency ; that he is not here to be tried for any acei- 
itfental misuke ; that ^e i£ not here to be caught by 
any incautious conduct at any particular time ; but 
chat he is here upon his trial in a caiise between all 
the Commons of England and the noble lord, as be^ 
ioga state criminal; astatesman,iiavii;g.h£ld a«gceat 
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high ofBce^ in which he has misdemeatied himself, by 
having systematically and corruptly obtained money for 
himself for private lucre and gain ; whether for the pur* 
pose of hoarding it avariciouly, or whether for the 

{)urpose of spending it ostentatiously; or whether 
or the purpose of maintaining his state and dignity, 
is a matter of no consideration. The question in 
this case,^ as in all cases, is the motive of the heart. 
Actio non est reus nisi mens sit rea^ — a person is not 
guilty, if his heart is not guilty; and if I show the 
noble lord to have, throughout the whole'series of his' 
life, not only at the recent period to which your 
lordships have had evidence given to day, where he 
has rejeeted at one stroke, 34,000/. of public monevy 
and it has all gone to the cofter of the state; but if I 
can show that the noble person, from the earliest., 
period of his life, when toiling in a laborious pro-, 
fession, and getting by degrees from that profession to. 
the height in politics to which he arose, constantly 
and uniformly disregarding money, as has been 
proved, I may say,/ by the honourable manager, (for I 
am sure he would have sworn to that fact if it had 
been necessary,) and that he was not only untainted 
by avarice, but marked by liberality ; it will require 
a great deal of proof that in holes and corners, by 
tracing bank notes from the dead bank note office, that 
in purchasing particular stock, and in over-drawing 
accounts where the parties never' charged interest 
against each other, and whereat was an open account 
from the beginning of it to its close in 1800, it will 
require, I say, a great deal of proof to convict the 
noble lord of having corruptly, atid systematically^ 
'attempted to pilfer from the public, those miserabl^e 
sums of money, less even according to their own 
calculation by one -third of what^ upon their extra- 
vagant calculation he is supposed to have acquired ^ 
and that calculation I undertake, before I sit down, to 
reduce to nothing; and^show your lordships, item by 
item, that it is incorrect. I do not mean in the com- 
putation of figures, but I mean in the substraction, 
which is the ground of the figures, and without whidx 
the figures must be set at nought. 

p 
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My Lords, I come now to that part of the case^ 
which relates to Mr. Douglas's paymastership ; which 
consisted of the first treasurership of the noble lord, 
and the first part of the last treas:urership. My lords, 
that part of the case, according to the manner in which 
it has been laid before your lordships, goes to three 
points : it goes to the question upon the first 10,000/., 
the question with respect to the bank notes?, and with 
respect to money from Mure and Atkmsons to Paynes, 
ana from Paync$ to the bank. I will take it in that 
order ; only wishing to state to your lordships, that 
when I am taking under consideration the 10,006/. 
in the first instance, I mean likewise to consider the 
tO,coo/., which is in proof before your lordships, of 
having been taken somewhere about the year I792, 
and which is part of that money which stood as the 
chest account, t do that, my lords, because the argu- 
ment is of a similar nature upon both ; and, because 
it would be coming back again to the argument, I 
shall be under the necessity of addressing to your lord- 
ships now, if I were to defer it to the proper stage in 
tjie causef in its chronology. 

My Lords, with regard to this 10.006/., the charge 
is made in two ways. It is said, that taken by itself, 
this io,oOo/. is a crime, because the noble lord, being 
a public accountant, did contumaciously declare in the 
house of commons, that he would not tell what he* had 
done with it. The next is, that it is an inference that 
lie took money to use it for himself. 

With regard to the first of these charges, I have 
already stated, what is in proof before your lordships, 
that this 10,000/. is not in the noble lord's pocket ; 
he is not. a defaulter for that ro,ooo/. At the very 
time he made the declaration, which is supposed in 
itself to constitute a distinct crime, the noble lord 
liad- paid that money to the public ; and it 'had been 
actually applied to navy services. He was at that 
time no public accountant ; and with regard to the 
mode in which this money was employed in the inter- 
mediate time, between its issue from the ' exchequer, 
and Its applicahoti 'to navy services ; that is a 
question which arisjs under the other branch of the' 



cliarge, and relates to the infere*nc6 of h.U lordship 
having made profit of it. With regard to that in- 
ference, I shall take the liberty of making but a fevi^ 
observations;^ because J do not wish to take- off th^ 
weight of those which have been much better made^ 
before I had the honour of addressing yo*uf lordships. 

Your lordships have heard of th'i ch^st account; 
and that there wefe placed to this account certain 
sums of money, giv^n to the noble lord, in pursuance 
bf what are Called . requisition^. The first i6,66c/. 
Was the basis of the chest account^ but does not 
Constitute' one of the sums paid by Mr. Trotter u'ridpr 
these requisitions ; for that sunlvvaji avowed, by the 
noble lord, in the House of Commons, to have been, 
paid over to him before the appointment of Mn 
Trotter, but the second io,doo/. does constitute one 
of the sums paid to the noble dcferidarit by Mi'* 
I'rotter, in consequence of these reguisitions. Besides 
these two sumi, there vvas a sum oi ^fiool. advanced 
to Messrs. Boyd, Berifield, and Co, which likevvise 
stood at the chest account. 

Now, your Lordships ai'e called to make an in- 
ference corttravy to the character and constant tenor 
of the noble lotd's life ; that he made profit of this 
ld,ooo/., instead of having a[)plied it to some public 
purpose. Your lordships will recollect that, in order 
to aid the evidence in this respect, recourse had 
been had to the noble .lord^s declarations before 
the commissioners of naval inquiry ; and it has been 
stated, that the noble lord very boldly avowed, in the 
face of the House of Commons, in a mafiiier which 
the honourable nfianager much disapproved, that he had 
tatken the money ^ but, that when before the commis- 
sioners of naval inquiry, the noble lord had sheltered 
himself under the act of parliament. Now, I wislj 
your lordship's to examine the particulars of that evi- 
dence^ and, in this stage of the cause, to correct a 
Representation which has been given by the honour- 
able and learned nianarger* respecting the character 
and conduct of the noble lord on those two different 
occasions. 
" VVben' the nibble loM was before the cominissiohets 
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ofntval inquiry, there were three sums, viz, the sum 
of 40,000!., tne sum of 10,000/, and the sura of 
10,000/. i the uses of which, the noble lord was of 
opinion, it would be injurious to the public service to 
disclose. The noble lord had at that time recently 
learned that Mr. Trotter had kept the public money 
at Mr. Coutts*s, in a mixed account, in which were his 
own private monies, the private monies of the noble 
lord, and the public monies of the country ; and that 
it was impossible for Mr. Trotter to explain which 
sums belonged to the public, and which to the . noble 
lord. Under these circumstances, the noble defendant 
was placed in a difficulty which rendered it extremely 
impossible for him to come forward with any de- 
claration upon the subject. When asked whether he 
had given any authority to Mr. Trotter, to apply the 
public money, the noble lord gave a distinct answer 
to that question J but when asked whether he had 
participated, he declined answering, did he do so? 
— And why ? The clause in the act warranted him 5 
and why should he not take advantage of the clause 
of the act of parliament, when, under the particular 
circumstances, without an implication of guilt, he 
srood informed, for the first time, that, after a practice 
of ten years, he had been served up out of that account, 
mixed and made up as I have stated. There is no 
person who has any regard for his character, with the 
knowledge of such a fact communicated to him after 
the time, who could have dealt otherwise with the 
naval commissioners than the noble lord did. It was 
impossible, without entering into a computation, or 
into distinctions too minute for any human mind to 
enter into, that the noble lord could answer the ques- 
tion. 

Then, my lords, first of all, the delinquency of Mr. 
Trotter, and, next, the public service, are grounds 
iipon which the noble lord considers that he ought not 
to reply to the commissioners of naval inquiry^ I 
trust I shall satisfy your lordships, throughout the 
whole of my address to you, that the noble lord upon 
this occasion exercised a sound, honourable, and dig- 
nified discretion j and that it would have been not 
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^ound, honourable, nor dignified for the noble lord, 
whatever the conscious innocence of his own tnind 
might have been, with regard to the reception of 
those profits, to have rashly ventured upon an oath, 
when a clause was inserted in the act, for the pvirpose 
of affording that species of protection which the noble 
lord has honourably and conscientiously taken advan- 
tage of. 

Such is the character of the noble lord's evidence; 
such the character of his concealment; his con- 
science, and his regard of public, duty, led him to 
conceal, and that concealment led to his misfortune. 
It would not have led to his misfortune, if the ideas of 
the personal responsibility, civilly and criminally, had 
not led to concealment on the part of Mr. Trotter, 
who was the agent of the noble lord upon all these 
occasions. If Mr. Trotter had been unfettered with 
respect to crime, and relieved from all apprehension 
"with respect to civil process, at an early period of this 
question, the Commons of Great Britain in parliament 
assembled, would have seen this case in a different 
light from what they have done; but it has been 
reserved for your lordships, after this cruel inter- 
mediate sufl^ering of the noble defendant, to have the 
whole of that secret disclosed, which, at the time I 
am speaking of, was locked up in Mr. Trotter's breast; 
and with this disclosure you have the motives of the 
noble lord, the purity of his intentions, the incor- 
ruptness of his mind, and his disregard of money, 
displayed in a manner, as clear, as strong, as powerful, 
and as honourable, as ever dignified the character of 
the first Roman, Grecian, or Englishman, whose name 
is handed down to posterity for our admiration ana 
example. 

My Lords, the application of this sum of 40,000/. 
was disclosed in the year 1805. It requires no great 
stretch of imagination, that its disclosure might have 
been called for in the year 1796 or 1797. I will sup- 
pose that that disclosure had then been called for ; I 
ask your lordships what must at that time have been 
^:he answer of that great and eminent statesman, 
whose eulogiunj has been pronounced by the honour* 
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Able maiuiger who openi^d thi^ charge, if he had beea 
called upon to explain the manner in which this 
40,000/. h^d been applied ? IVlust not that honourable 
and exalted state$m3n have demurred ? Must not he 
have said to the House of Commons, *' You have con- 
fided in nie for more than twelve long years ; you 
bay/5 been accustomed to believe I have administered 
the affairs of the country with integrity and ability; 

• you h^yc been led to think I may be intrusted with 
secret service money to an immense amount. I have 
ttken frpm the coffer of the state . that which I have 
fgi^in restored to its proper place ; I am not a corrupt 
Aian ; I have made no improper use of it ; and in the 
mean time it has done an extraordinary public ser^ 
f ipe. The fulness of time may come, or the fulness of 
time may not come, when I shall have it in my power 
to disclose it. If it does come I will make a clean 
Jbo/iom to you ; if it does not come I must still ask for 
that confidence which you have always reposed in 
me." Would not that have been satisfactory to the 
House of Commons ? Would that answer h^ve ground? 
fd an impeachment? Would that mode of treating a 
subject of 4Gyooo/» in 1796 have made the country 
wy, that Mr. Pitt was to be put upon his trial for 
corruption ? My Lords, how was it in the year 1796 ? 
The declaration of the fact, with regard to the applir 
cation af that 40,000/., would have been the ruin of 
the country, and the destruction of individuals. The 

, goffers of the country would have been exposed ia 
th/eir barrenness, in the midst of a disastrous and dif^* 

.ficuJt war, and the individuals, to whom it was ad- 
yajaced would have been thrown immediately into the 

J4ws of Ijankruptcy. , The time came when the cir? 
cumstances of the country altered, and when the 
individuals failed ; and Mr. Pitt was of opinion it 
noight then be disclosed with safety to the country, 

•and could no longer be injurious to the individuals. 
My Lords, it is d&closed ; it was an application of 
that 5ort which miffht be disclosed at that time ; but 
the application might have been of a different nature ; 
it might have been such an apphcation as the state re? 
qmtd in 1792; they might have be^n njidni^ht ap^ 
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of which \fa8 to lay the foundation of the saiety of thf 
coMfttry> ;aad the want -of which might have created 
its ruin. 

My Lords,, in that case it could not have been dis* 
closed ; but I stare to your lordships a case of art 
application of public money, where, if the question 
had been asked in 1796, there must have been, from 
the general conduct of the minister, a presumption of 
innocence. I ask, then, what is the difference of th« 
case ? Aetata nomine de tefahula narratur. Who wa$ 
Mr. Pitt ? The minister of the time ; the friend of 
Lord Melville, privately and politically attached tQ 
each other ; following the same systeni \ thinking, as 
it were, with ^he same mind; pursuing the same 
objects ; possessing the s^me confidence of the couo^ 
try. My Lord Melville has applied lo^ooo/. at oo« 
tirpe, and 10,000/. at another, for secret service, 
having restored the money (not like the secret se-r- 
vice money of the secretary of state, which is lost and 
gone for ever, and where the law makes his oath a 
voucher for the payment) j but having restored the 
pioney, and therefore requiring no voucher, and thi 
public not wanting the money in the mean time j 
the Ipss nothing, and the inconvenience nothing 5 the 
restitution actually made, and the oath of secret ser- 
vice money not required, because the ippney is Bpt 
$unk and gone ; and the sum in question within the 
assigned bal^fnces : and, my Lords, you arc not only 
to refuse your confidence to my Lord Melville, ^nd 
to presume an innocent application, but you are to 
Cfdl for a guilty inference against him when in fact it is 
utterly impossible to distinguish the two men, except 
by their names, for their politicei acts and puFSjoils 
were all the saipe. 

My Lords, in a criminal case we are not bound to 
prove the application ; but are they at liberty to infer 
the application? — ^are they not bound to trace the mo* 
^iey in some way ? — are they not bound to shdw that 
profit has been made of it ? — or, arc your lordships to 
ipfcr guilt> contrary to every presumption of nature 
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and circumstances, in a case where there is no evidepce 

wharevfer of such guilt ? 

But it may be said, that here have been two notes 
traced, and these two notes have shown, that the uoble 
lord had an early dealing with the money belonging 
to the treasurer of the navy ; and, that proves that he 
was prone to use money in that way. 

Now, your lordships are called upon to say, that 
because these bank notes arc found, one at the dis- 
tance of seven days, and the other at the distance of 
fifteen days, from the time when the defendant must 
have received the money of the navy, and not his own 
money. Now, does it follow, that because the noble 
lord received a bank note, which had beenreceived at 
the exchequer by the paymaster of the navy, that that 
is navy money. Oh ! my lords, wdT are in a woeful 
situation in this case, in many respects. I have stated 
already, that the presumptions contended for in one 
part of the case, are directly contrary to the positive 
proof, given by the prosecutor. And here we have 
documentary evidence, without a single witness to 
the res gesta. And then we are told by the honour- 
able manager, who summed up this case, that we 
should have an opportunity of giving evidence, when 
he m;.st have known from the nature of the case, that 
it is impossible; for Mr. Douglas was in the grave; 
Mr Trotter was their witness 5 and all the other per- 
sons connected with Lord Melville, and their books 
and papers, constituted the foundation of their tes- 
timony. 

■ My Lords, the safety of man is at an end if such 
power of inferring guilt is to be the law of this coun- 
try. The law ot this country is the protector of per- 
sons accused, and never thinks of considering the mas 
fuiltVi till they arc actually proved to be so. It would 
ecome the bane of society, and the most miserable 
tyranny if that coujd be the law. Wh^n I add to 
wh^t I have stated, that at the time I am now speak- 
ing of, thff noble lord enjoyed the situation of Lord 
Advocate of Scotland with a considerable salary, 
hfvifjg considerable practice at the bar of Scotland f 
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that he was at that time Keeper of the Signet j and 
Treasurer of the navy; and that he had property in 
Scotland, from which your lordships have seen remit- 
tances in the courise of this cause ; that he had funds 
at that time to the amount of 9,000/. or 10,000/. a-year; 
shall it be said it is an inference of guilt that in one 
case 600/. came from a bank note which went from 
the exchequer fifteen days before, and in the other case 
1,000/. which came from the exchequer seven days be- 
fore, at the distance of twenty four years from the 
transaction, jwhen every witness that could have thrown 
light upon it is dead. 

My Lords, I come now to the case of Mr. Atkinson, 
and with that I shall conclude this first branch of the 
cause : your lordships have certainly a proof of money 
having been at Mr. Atkinson's ; the bank notes having 
been traced to Smith and Paynes, and afterwards to 
the bank. I ask, does that amount to any thing more 
than that money was deposited in Mr. Atkinson's 
hand, and paid from him through the medium of Payne 
and Smith back again to the bank. Your lordships 
will recollect that this was at a period of time before 
the act passed ; and there was no regulation at that 
time with regard to the place of deposit. That the 
only branch, now under consideration, with a discus- 
sion, with which I do not trouble your lordships after 
what my friend has said, relates to the v^rarrant. Where 
is there any evidence of any money having been made 
interest of? It appears from the evidence, that Mure 
arid Atkinson were at that time persons in the highest 
credit ; and the noble lord had a perfect right at that 
time to mBke his deposit where he pleased, I say he 
has that right now, after the same are assigned ; he has 
that right now, according to the course of office ; but 
at that time there was no impediment to his depositing 
the whole of the navy money at the bank. 

My Lords, I come now, as I stated to your lord- 
ships, to the second branch of the case, namely, Mr, 
Xrotter*s appointment; and that part of the cas^ 
"which relates to the administration of the paymaster* 
ship under Mr. Trotter. And this is a part of the 
case which I approach certainly with a considerable 
degree of anxiety j not an sanxicty fouiKjcd upon the 
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of the m^ble defendant, bur the difBcuicy which I f^el 
of dealing with it upon the part of th^ witness. 

My Lords, I am auite sure th^E the general cha^r 
Tzcter of that person is precisely what th^ honourable 
manager gave him in the opening speech^ I h^va 
Jcxxowi) him long and intimat4fly ; I lament bis deviat 
tion in this particular instance from the general coursf 
of his life ; and th^ be should have 4^nt any thing, 
vhich I know must be so contrary tp iht natjur*! reor 
titude of his feelbgs, as to have brought his pat£0% 
his protector, and benefactor, into the situation 19 
lybich lie now st«mds^ My Lord$, I pi^an bo per- 
sona] offence ; and I hope I shall not pronoi^qce. 4 
Wor.d that will give any personal une>asiness to.any iht. 
dividual who he^rs me ; but, my Lords, to 4q ji^ci^ 
to the case, I must deal with the evidence fairly as | 
find It Soon after Mr. Trotter w^s appointed to th^ 
paymastcrship of the navy, the office wa$ transferred 
from Brpad-scrcet to Somerset-place : the ofEce b^>re 
kad been carried on in the heart of the cify, dose mi^ 
jlK^^nt to the bank ; afterwards it was to be transferred 
to this end of the town, at s^ great distance from thf 
]^nk, and where all the business of the payments wa$ 
tp. be carried on^ It is a most important part in the 
irpn^idcration of this case, that your lordships shall ^ee, 
vith perfect distinctness, that the perrai^on whif]^ 
inras giyen to Loard Melville to permit the business tp 
be. carried on at Coutts's, >\'^s confined to the assigoed 
balance ^ and that it was confined to the nioney upon 
tho^e assigned balances resting at Mr. Coutts's, X^ 
iras ^ot n permission that Mr. Trotter should t^ke tbp 
XRQn^y a/ky where ; that be should take any ampuot of 
money any where, whether assigned or i>oti it yiras 
l)ot a permission that he should deal with it ip its in^ 
tcrmediate time, in any speculations, in dispountinir 
prixa^e bilJs, in buying navy or victualling bills, iu bay- 
ing exchequer bills, o€ in the purchase of slock. It 
Va$ lj>t4 Melville's intention, ^nd I sh^l paake it de- 
iiion«riable frojjn thp evidence, which I shall he }tp4^ 
the necessity of calling your lordships' attention tp ^ 
Jjttlc minutely, that U was I^ord Melville's clear in- 
tention i and wl\ich, as he thought, down to the pe- 
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riod of the disclosure, both after th€ institydon of the 
boarjd of iiaval inquiry, and even^^p to the period Jib 
|ia(^ his first letter, had been figiitbfully executed, 

A great deal ha6 been ^ajd, and insinuated, respect? 
\ng th^ trust reposed in Mr. Trotter. 1 ask in ^om 
man was to place trust, if Lord Melville was not to 
place trust in Mr. Trotter ? As I hav/e already stated 
tQ your lordships the whole forn^ of human action, 
tbe whole comfort of human affairs, all the machinery 
19 this world, moves and depends i^pon trust and confix* 
dcnce ,• here then k Mr. Trptter, recopamended by 
Mr. Pitt, Well connected in the country, a respept^bl^ 
person, connected with rljch individuals in the banjc^ng 
line, conneptf^4 with a brother who was very jproispe- 
rous in trade, ^nd who has amassed 9 great fortune $ 
Jong acquainted with the service ; and who had him* 
self, from his particular situation in it, proposed some 
excellent plans of reform ; and it was chiefly upoa 
that plan of refprm that the priya^ reccwpniendation^ 
of Mr. Trottef had their effect with Lord Melville^ 
JLord Mdville fconsidered him then as a person stydy- 
ing how the business coujd be be|t e&eeutied ; he ha^ 
ap resoan to consider hiip), at that tiijie, in any othev 
light. 

My Lords, Mr. Trotter addressed Lord MelviHe 
With a view to an official reform ; confining it to an 
i)fficial reform, as tbe whole evidence, from beginning 
to end, confines it to an official tefdrm^ I will asfc the hon^ 
manager who opened, and the learned manager levho 
aummed up, this c^sc, how they are to set aside the 
testJniany ojf that witness? by what insiniiation, by 
what inferences and propositions, can they contend 
fhat a witness whom they have brought into the bok, 
M^hom they characterize a$ an honest m^n, who has 
poured out his heart to this House, at the risk of his 
civil responsibility, (for though from criminal respon* 
sibility he is protected by an act, it is never to bp for-» 
gott&n that he is responsible for every shillijtig l^e has 
m«de), I ask, how are they to contend th^ this 
witness is not to be credited in every part of the testi'^ 
pjony he has given. 
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The learned counsel then read some passages from 
the evidence to show, that the permission to Mr. Trot- 
ter was chiefly confined to official convenience ; and 
that it was not with a view to make any money by it. 

The witness was also asked, said Mr. Adams, " But 
** was there then, or at any subsequent time, arty per- 
•* mission given by Lord Melviile to draw monies 
•* from the bank for any other purpose ?" — *' Never/* 
no permission was ever given by Lord Melville to 
draw money from the bank for any other purpdse. 
And then he represented the nature of the convenience 
which he conceived would arise. 

There is an examination of Lord Melville likewise 
in evidence before your lordships which was taken be- 
fore the Commissioners of Naval Inquiry; I must refer 
your lordships to that testimony; because you will see 
there what the nature of Lord Melville's conception of 
it was; and that he had at that time no other con- 
ception but that it was a measure of mere official con- 
venience. 

And now comes the question with regard to Mr. 
Trotter having received a profit to a very consider- 
able extent, and having had very large balances in 
his hanc^, and having increased those balances in pro- 
portion as the nature of the service, and the supplies 
required for a war, enabled him to increase them. Of 
these facts there can be no doubt : but my Lord Mel- 
ville, upon an antecedent conduct^ founded in a repre- 
s^entation, such as I have stated, is not to be tried by 
what Mr. Trotter has himself denominated his subse* 
quent delinquency. You are not to take the fact that 
^ it was permitted because it was done ; and you will 
"■ not be surprized, that Lord Melville, constantly and 
entirely occupiefd as he was in the great public affairs 
of the state, finding the business of the office going on 
regularly, the machine never standing still for a mo- 
ment, no complaint made, and the payments all re- 
gular, should place perfect confidence in Mr. Trotter, 
and forbear to inquire mtnutdy into the detail of the 
business he was conducting. He knew him too t6 be 
conACpted with people of wealth and consideration i 
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and therefore might reasonably suppose he bad pther 
means of obtaining money than by flying to the public 
coffer of the country.. ' 

After Lord Melville quitted the office, in the year 
i8ooy and Lord Harrowby was appointed in x8o2, 
Mr. Bathurst was appointed; neither oi these persons, 
both of whom continued Mr. Trotter in his office, ever 
suspected he was guilty of these malversations-; and 
yet he continued the same practice under them as he 
had done under Lord Melville. 

The learned counsel then read some passages > 
from the evidence of Mr. Whitbread, to $how that. 
Lord Melville did not authorize to draw the money 
from the bank for his private emolument ; though he, 
admitted, that he supposed that when drawn for of- 
ficial purposes, Mr. Trotter might have derived some 
emolument from its remaining at Mr, Coutts's, ac- 
cording to the custom of Scotch Banks. 

My Lords, if we talk of official neglect, there is a di- 
rect positive proof there was none ; the machine went 
without the smallest interruption to the last. With 
regard to the superior matters, you have it in evi- 
dence from Mr. Trotter, that, upon every occasion, 
he found Lord Melville's ear open to public matters, 
though extremely inattentive to his private concerns. 

My Lords, not only so, but in what respects the 
regulation of the navy, which intimately concerns the 
happiness of mankind, which is the result of hu- 
manity, of consideration, and of attention, to those 
who are in the lower situations of life, you find the 
noble lord active in the discharge of his duty;, and ! 
will venture to say, with the exception of one statute, 
put upon the statute book by Mr. George Grenville, 
there does not occur, from the existence of. this office 
to the present time, any treasurer of the navy who has 
rewarded the services of those brave rnen, owing to whose 
battles I am now enabled to address your lordships in 
the cause of innocence; I state, that there is not one 
person during the whole history of this i^nportant 
office, who has put upon the statute book laws more. 
fraught with wisdom, or more congenial to humapity.. 
My Lords, is this ^ person to be. supposed guilty of a 
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dirty tnbncy-iiiaking crime, which (fisgraccs every man, 
let his 6haraefcr be tfver so high ? 

My Lords, I now proceed to examine the different 
ifein^, which have been the sutjecf of con'sidcraf Joa 
by tte sfpeech aiml evidence of the, honourable iSia- 
nagers, ind by the observation of my fearncd friend. 
I stated to your lordships, that I shotild in thedis^ 
ciissian of tlie first 10,000/. discuss the second, but 
I beliete in* rty afcfdress to your lordships, I omitted to 
state to your lordships, that' there is no evidence what- 
ever that this second *©,obo/. was dravrn from the 
bank, that on the contrary it was taken from as- 
signed monies at Mr. Coutts's ; and that it has been 
actually applied fo naval purposes. 

My Lord^, the citcum stances of the loan of 4,000/. 
on lk)nd, wer6 not stated as a subject of criminal 
charge, but rather to prove a corrupt intention. A 
great deal was said by the honourable mahager of the 
meanness of Lord Melville's taking this money with- 
out interest. It is a singular circumstance, that the 
honourable mahager, who opened these charges, 
should reKeve Lord Melville from the imputation of 
avarice, and should state that he wanted money, not 
for aggrandizement, but only for the purpose of ob- 
taining pov/er, and that the learned gentleman, who 
sumniied up, should endeavour to fasten upon him 
meanness. Those two arguments are perfectly, incon- 
sistent. A man, who means to aggrandize himself, 
merely fo gee power, does not mean to deprive a- 
person near him of profit. 

Mr. Trotter came into office upon Mr. Douglas'^ 
death ; Lord Melville signed a receipt to Mr. 
Dougla«Y executors, for two sums, amounting to 
4^500/., or thereabouts, stated to be exchequer fees 
of the old- treasurership, and it is in evidence that the^ 
Constant usage of the office, with regard to exchequer 
f^s, is that they stand upon a footing different from 
thd othdr riiOney ; that they have always been consi- 
dtttd a$ the paymasters monfey, and that the payrrtas^- 
tfer has held theni for the purpose ot making a profit : 
that is avowed, declared, and understood to be the state 
of tke .office; -ThctJ Mr.- Trotter has thij? sura -of 4^55004* 
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put into his pooss€$sion by Lafd M^lvllk. I do utoi 
know that there was* awiy necessity for Lord M^k ifle's 
putting it into Mr* Trotter's possession; he imghi 
have directed any other clerk in the office to pay the 
excfhcquer fees, and then Lord MeJviHe wduld haivd 
stood in the ^tuation of the {>ayDNaE8ter ; • but it Aevseit 
erttered his mind to m-ak^e a profit of this insteapd of 6is 
paymaster. I wish to read the wotds of the evidetjcscf 
on this subject, " Why did you^ advance a sufn of 
inotoey to Lord Melville without interest?" ** I did aot 
feeF myself entitled to charge his loiklfihip iiiterest for 
money ^hich had been put into my hands, under tbd 
situation which I have des?:ribedi" *' Did you dc-* 
Scribe* to Lord Melville the reason why you did xxoH 
charge' it>teiiegt ?" '* I did not, nor did I press it upon 
his lordship's attention so much as to know, whetliet 
be ever knew that it did bear interest or not/' Your 
lordships will observe then, that, according to the 
testimony of Mr. Trotter, Lord Melville is totally %- 
norant of this 4^,000/. being without intere^, aftd with 
regard to Lord Melville applying to Mr. Trottery at 
that time represented to be .in poor circumstancds^ aiud 
asking him to obtain 4,000/. for hun, it seems an cxr 
traordinary observation, when, on other parts, the 
honourable managers say, Mr* Trotter, as Lord %itU 
ville*s man of business, did his business for nothing,^ 
If a person wishes to borrow a sum of money^to whom 
dies he apply, but to his man of business, and undeu 
these circumstances, was it unnatural that Lord Mel^ 
ville should employ Mr* Trotter to get a sum of money 
for him ? And Mr. Trotter says, that the situation in 
which he stood, made it a matter of Conscience in 1iji» 
to forego that gain he might otherwise have madc^ 
but, with regard to Lord Melville, he never brought 
4t to his n^ind, or observed that he had themoney with* 
out interest ; and therefore, surely it is against all 
rule, and every mode of constr-tiing evidence, to pre-. 
sume that Lord Melville had* ^ full knowledge that. 
this rtioney was without interest^. It was a temporary 
loan : the bond shows it was a private loart> and the 
bond i^ not here to be. produced;, and so temporary tie 
loan was it^ that yotur lordships <ibserve it is very sooti 
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after written ofF; it no longer appears, and the hond 
is delivered up and carried into the account current. 
I humbly submit to your lordships therefore, that, up 
to this period, there is nothing that can fasten any tiling 
like a corrupt use of public money •, nothing that can 
fasten anything like a corrupt connivance at the use of 
public money, nothing that can fasten a corrupt in- 
tention upon the part of Lord Melville afterwards to 
profit by public money. 

My Lords, this brings us to the transactions in the 
year 1787 and 1788, which are the remittances to 
Scotland, which stand upon this ground -, that those 
remittances were msde by Mr. Trotter to Scotland, 
and that Mr. Trotter declares in his evidence, that they 
were very soon afterwards repaid, the words, of Mr* 
Trotter's evidence are these ; your lordships will find 
them in page i^ji " Have you any reason to doubt 
but that the payments made upon that subject, were 
repaid out of the private funds of Lord Melville ?'* 
** 1 have no reason to doubt it, as there were frequent 
payments subsequent to that, and they went in reduc- 
tion of the general account, in which those sums were 
included/' 

Thus, my Lords, I trust, I have disposed of every 
part of these transactions up to the year 1789; and 
now my lords, we come to that feature of the cause, 
which was rested upon so mainly and particularly by 
the honourable and learned manager, who summed up 
this case. I have been saved a great deal of trouble 
in what I shall address to your lordships upon this 
part of the case, I shall certainly not repeat, if I can 
avoid it, any one word that was said by my learned 
friend, because I might disappoint its effect. 

My LorJs, of all the parts of this case this stands, 
the clearest from imputation ; and I am entitled here 
to take my stand, to say this is the fulcrum for which 
Archimedes wished, from which you cannot remove 
me, and by which I can turn, (1 mean no offence to 
your lordships,) hf which I can turn this judicature at 
my pleasure,, that is to say, by which I can insure an 
accjuittal J — because, my Lords, I anj perfectly certain 
that yuur lordships will find, when this comes to be 



* exaWiiried, that the fact andthetruth/dce^lattd'ljy t^^^ 
witnessi^ that the noble' lord wa^^ntirely igtiorttftt of it^ 
unt!l#aftei- the publication, of -the fetJort'of^tKef'^oMi-^ 
iftissionert of 'naval inquirjr, \$ a ifadt fhrf ttliilst sitfflefid/.' 
and that all the presumptions mtist vafiish ;/^nd tofi^-^ 
8equent3y, that the first .tin>e Nfr. Tfrdttfer 'bfliigX'tiie 
noble defendant, by conversation, -'ftic«Waf<<i^ With 
public ttioncy administering^^ Ixjnefit/h'e' meiets with; 
nis xiispteasurej tny Lords, a displeasuref,says theht^* 
nourableand learned manager, which must have been 
merely pretended — ^bow came h^ not ' to chace hiift 
from liis service? It is a most extfaofdinaty'Jthidig^- 
that the'honour^ble manager should say, that 'a^cdii^^ 
cktsion of that'iind is to be drawn from a proposition 
which was resisted, ahd pi:it an end- to; Whidh Ws;? 
founded upon a representation, that led the noble lord 
to believe, that every part of his official regulation had'- 
been from the time of its institution regufarly at- ' 
tended to ; for your lordships recollect the represen- ; 
tation of Mr. Trotter, in an answer in his examination ; 
in chief, is this, that he represented that there were • 
balances in his hands, that it must b^ long before" 
those balances would be wanted, and that they could 
be used for the particular purpose of buying this stock* 
Now upon Mr, Trotter*^ representing, that tWsrfe Were 
b&lances in his hands" Called foi-, was the nobi^ lord^to^ 
suppose (and here it aids another part of the case,) 
that Mr. Trotter had uitbdrawn his balsince's/r^ivAir. 
Coutts^ ; that he had laid them out in navy bills ; that > 
he had sent twenty-five thousand pounds to SiioMand? 
.Could any other thing suggest to Lord MeJville's:' 
mind,.but that his official regulations were kept? And 
because Mr. Trotter had the indeticacy, or the im- 
propriety, to make this proposal, wis that a reason for 
removing an otherwise apparentjy faithful officer, in * 
whose administration it appears tne regularity of the* 
payments continued unvaried; and who had, for a • 
period of four years, at that time, discharged every 
duty of his office without any one wheel ot the ma- 
chine, as^l forriierly expressed it, standing ^ill for one 
jDoment ? To call upon a person to discharge a ser- 



$9y, aa.unwfirrantabjk thin^ { but to inftr from tbenoe,: 
that Lor4i Mel viUe was' gtultv of a crime^ is 9 stretch 
lyhfcli^ I thtnk^ cpuld; jiardty p<. nwle in a case of ad/ 
sort in the npopt petty <ivU jurisdiction in this coumry. 
• Mf Lordsi it4s nbt^ beforgott«rn> that Mn Lind is 
made the app^f^iit hotder of this India stock; that it 
\^s trusfei^rod'to Mr^ Lind*s name. Th^rt is no 
doubt but the ,trfinsaction» as Mr. Trotter states it« was 
in conseque^oe of a conversation at WimbJedon, re«- 
spe<^titig the 9tate of the India funds ; which that waa^ 
a( that titne a y^ry fayorite subject of the noble l«^rd's 
conversation in private, and a favourifie subject of his 
sf>ee$:hesin parliament that he stated^as you have 
heard in parliament repeat((dly» that India would set 
rise in prosperity^ Aat she would soon retrieve England, 
iilstead of England being obliged to asj&ist India. The 
eonversatjon proceeded, and Mr- Trdtter at length 
proposed that he should boritow the money. It is said> 
is it poisfsible, that upoa personal security merely, any 
bodycould suppose, that this money coujd be got ? I do i 
, confess it did -astonish me very much, when I heard 
thait argpraent from the learned and hpnourable ma- 
nager } because in the first place, it is leaving out a. 
considerf4>le portion of the facts of the casej and in 
the next place, it is totaHy forgetting the history of the 
tiipes* ;! . 

. Your lord^ps will observe what the nature, of this 
traniactbn is, that it is a purchase e^f 13,500/. or 
14^500/. India stock ; the purchase is made at diiferent 
times^ of 6,000/. 6/)O0i/, then the remainder. 

Some time afterwards^ 3,000/. of the purchase mo- 
ney is paid, ^nd i,oooA stock is transferred from Mr. 
Lind, to Lord Melville. Now I beg your lordships 
will attend to that feet;, because it doesr clearly demons, 
strate, that Lord Melville had every reason to believe 
the money was advanced by Linid> ^nd the stock was 
in his name as a security for the repayment of that ad- 
/vance. 

Your JorShips vvIU recollect that 3,000/* is paid off ^ 
the stock is a rising stock, and therefore there is 



eno\ig^W:^May -^^^^ sli'6tflr *e ifefl 

Besides wJikW^ I^Vd MelviHe^^'pertoBal sVcttHt^j^ ^ 
bound, thoi^glrKe did m'ii^'&^Atttii ttdtjid^lctff^ 
ment, as miiclSiV liis sbjii'fcpArs^rtai secaWty^^iiHthi 
transaction Vlth Mr. Spfdt. , AbbVc \alli inyi^didt{ 
this transaction wk's irf l^lgd^' WKeii Ac ndWi Lofd 
was in thc'plehitudfe of ^wer> When tti^rc ivcpd.friaftj^ 
persons who would h^ve been itifihitely read^^b havfi 
served hfm with that Siimi 6r; nibit;" It wt&, t)e4ide$, 
a time of profound peace, wb^n ^e interest '6ftnori^Jf 
^as fouf, and four arid a half per c^tt; i atiff wfceil 
(here wai no person j| ex,cept so negH^cftt i'Otiti a^ the 
noble defendant, who Wourd'ba>fc thpught'of ctitcHh^ 
into a transaction at five per^ciint* for ^riy pctmatrietK 
tinie^ All who know jth^ .^/story of the ti;tte3, txh$ 
have attended to the subject/ know this.' 

But^ rii^ Lord^jj^ is thi^ a stoc^^jobbing tftinsactloni 
a'spiecglation m fhc funds ? My i:x)rds; this: is not ^ 




^ aviSlin^ 

himself^ of arfy informatiori' he received from his tit^i 
atiohi^ to' t^ke. advantage of a siidden; ahd^by pthfct^ 
perso^' unexpected, rise of tte' niarket: Thte ntcrcjt 
was B<?ught in i 789, it was. not sold rill r86^. Ultii 
mate anddistant advantage was looked to:. It wasaf 
transactlo/i, which,; if Lord Melville^ thou^hft eligibllii 
(as he* might have thought it eHgibfe* W^rCnas^ » 
^a^ticular estate,) which was likely ttfiiicreas!e con^i^^ 
der^Wy In'its value, in 'cQns^(Jence of the natdrai'ifli'i^ 
ptcTveniieni of^the coufitry,'ansihor from natural catfcsfeS 
Jlnd superintending, care, he had a pl^rfect right to[ 
have done so j and had' as' good a right d aty wao M 
the kingdom t6 lay but' his owrl'- mohey, 6t^ bptrdWcA 
fnone^,. in the funds of the Eastlndii^' company ; , imH 
W3 hp^more to bfc exfcltfded from the funds of the ^Sst 
rndte'compahy^ than he was to be from' the' gcniral 
fuiids 'of the kingddm— nay, more 1 if it'swtfett L6rtf 
Mel viU^V convenience to invest a ^uAl of motley p^r? 
fiiariehlly in .India' stock, he^' did a ri^hr ,aicc towards? 
ttc 'public, to '^w thereby his opinibrroPtbc affidfS of 



Jp4ia,.yppn which^j^^ 9^^^^' PV^ ^f ^^^ prospcfrity of 
%m 9juf\trjr! dgpeiid'cidj.^Iiisay^tficr^^ founda- 

tk(i^ 'i(. i&j^.Hpnest: .trai^ in its character it is 

|fiiti9naI,*tifii9sactjop^!'an4.j^^ has nothing 

Jft^_y4^h tvhatj^a^qd'VQDii;^ the 'scene; I-ord'.Mel- 
^y]e*kpjSiy notjiing o^the'fc^ t^finsactibn till after* tfie' 
TO0>fpi6^ncn report\in!5doj^^'M^^ after the 

g^riod of.the purchase^. '. '.;. 
^^i.JMy L^ds,I.have stated that this transaction begun 
m.time-prpeace> when money was at low interest. 
jtlr» Trotj^r took this money from the public coffers, 
and withoult the knowledge of Lord Melville, applied 
it to the pA^rchase of stocjcfor his lordship He made 
Lord Melville bdievc it 'was Mr, Lind's money. He 
obtained Mn.Lind's tranter of i,ooo/.* of that stock, 
• to Lord Melville. He made Lord Melville regularly 
pay inter^ for it. Therefore, Mr. Trottor, in times 
of .peace, /when he. oould not lend 2;^,ooo/.* taken from 
fiiopuDHcchek at the rate pf five percent, did .make 
4 per cent^vpHf^ through thp ^medium of Lord Melville. 
Ir .we. ^re to xiave. recourse to inferences, to deal in 
j!tt:esurnptions,!^ is it rational to presume that Lord 
lUelv^ill^* knew tlilsi or more rational to presume that 
^^^y/T^i^^^^'^S^^^"^^^ it from him for a double* pur- 
j^UTPpse *, .Erstf for ,the purpose^ of shewing that he was 
ajiiciou^y d^irQUS of 5erv;nghis jpatron and protector, 
qj^qStwnin^' for* V^/f lie. loan, and next foj the pur- 
Jo^e Tof^^qn^iarig ip himself a better interest for public 




part pt the case, m 
^iIt-fi^MsEif:t|6ri» that wheh your lordships cojue to 

SY^iib.this,/and' accompany it. with the observations 
aae l:yY'my resumed xriend neiar.me,.you must see 
Is. matter JU,; i|;s true light^ .and be convinced thjit 
Lord 'Melville js irreproachable* in the transaction. 
; There is an observation, however, of the honourable 
and learned maqager which I musi not pass over. H« 
sjsiysTMr.' Trotter, had done Lord Melville so infinite a 
^v6r in hisaccommodation to him, that Lord. MelvilU 
^a)iWjg;Q.$)^rjilto make use of the publjc money ta 
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of thcl:?tiiie>^t£ is iiftpb^siWe »ttyf4iqjreataAte*cat«t 
without daffig so. ' yojft^TOrcfehips canflbr:€wi?te 'fej- 
ifcbikrtj'ttet whrtt 'tBii'isffiifll *fiiiiancel)«ere-4rt^^ 



1mtoedik?fflJWW/krM'>e<!'^iKWei6aJlii^^ 

\W tnhiicBim^if iVS^. '^''fevi«Mii«lesIptafc^Dd^act 

)^1 ^f9^<?,'»uttfi^ftfifesiitWft ye^wiMq. Sriitt&ittakiv 

^''%aft^fej?'3fWe-9*ffi©hrf^TS«!«iteJaiKlrfB^ 

lH^ wai-iu^B t5;ut. it? Vfi^^f^WM^Aitbm^iiinbm 

furtifeiif.''^^'^'^ ■-^'''- ''*'»^ : i>^iBO;e I.'jw .♦00 ar '/ iswciT 
''•1 •■stibftat^';'tfieMoi^/ {m i^X^^^mam^oHivs^ 




•hofttMft-attfeJrriana^er s^pMshit 
■. Now,;nif Ibl-ds, with- ife^ecf^^ffi *b lo^t^an; 
I'Wi^h id state"to^ y6u?''Hrfd^i^^S^*«helTiBBy.tri»i!nB 
tiFthc fund'idfficieriH^ aWiJ^WeSltienafaimc-) fitvas-^ 
tontriFiffldn' foilntf W !>i?'^a'ttpflfeeA= bffcabl paife(»s ifi 
power; 4 eontn^%tWTS^ft*>'!h^Op.'orpiQ>se..of. jslfcvating 
ttie spirits ^ftd th^' sldfekJ ^Pfl5te^4ofcri«ry;.r/£anrany 
thing be-'riVorfe ?|iafcfti«et8fiAi**bhafacMK4tic:(3i^tiat 
f\ind, thart"lyii-.',!PRl fiife»Ha«^at-'the headaofiithesub' 
ipt'Mrs- fpf1i6Jj66l ■^'^(9(t)f Idfdbhips drilktsee there 
are other- m misters srffl 'crtritfr^'titrtdnnwfircoasidenta 
lion, subscnbiB^ lar^ly,-'l(hd'»«tBfit the J^ps-ee persong 
considered, as at the hriM>^ %&rtrini!Str3lfon fat that 
fime,Lordtjifenvflle, MrrPftt<1ln* Mr. -Dundas^ sub-. 
l!?j:ibing i'o,p6d/, each'^' now tftfe^i^afefttufp which n^ 



frc^. ihMtthvmn.yQW }iv4f^Wff t6^\f^v^ not 
4 $ipck efsnia. And inpw, I h§v^ ^Cff Bl jl^F; ^pi^- 
lihip»-thit aBe.teiftUtcr tp jMroBt \k||^ n9^',thg.auius^ 
to ifiis. iw itistop^wjcd jfeL^-^r-iTrpWef is 4^ jk^)*. 
<lkr to Lipfd ^dvHk'fit g»ii¥ i .*?t-b^^ w^ C^^fJ^?" ^ 
be looked \aa at ^bis^af^QF.^I^n ag*^.scinc.ar profit 
«*te° pWaetj' But; ffl^fJeri^Mrr *W«r^J'|K\^;^nt 
iwri,h«rdtMflei^thiftg#^9mf^ the onginfXllJfl^^^^ 
Mr. #iiiiiy BtakmtBOMtikmvsg^ thf»t, aj^.^e.^ iiior 

franvmAt $».timfip^i^t\V ^ff^pi^mf ^4.io ffiejj 
i«paid.fcy<rMrrTirottfl&)«VR ff.th^i^ljed'jicc^l; ifatj 
which ilMMd,Weiyill«)> emjuy -js^pftl^, fmjfgyW^^V^f 
«(inHieKhxttD'i: .-.iTIbftie.i^iT^ts p^^ri^ -to tke 
ceoednieunukt^-df'Wh^V ^^^-^^i^ii^^iBC^ «euU^ 
till f^^«,idkd<;LoiidiM«ly^le Ij^f ?^9^wg of^^r 
■Ity :tiH uMi .pbfioit^, #i#,ii;k,mftft;,gop<¥t^,^ 
^^F'loMlihifnnto obsfuvfu^^lygr^;^^^^ .^?ecutt|^ 

f«we»4f anferoey^a-Mfl '4>Wt«r*ftr^^#Bfi^ sfM this 
«nd^ii)>Laed:<Mplv.Uie>,o^ f^cks, ^ypf^JV^. Tirotr 
teifs'aftk«-i^nd.l«r hi* ^p«^.;Wiil mJj<M^ ,# M^- 
Trotter was not well secared : All the stocks u) |^or4 
MdviHeis «?«»*« imt «tft ]VIf.,^^^fr's,gfljf['er, pnd 
itiosf miaSkjimTC ,"p«*fyift^ bis ijaro^j.^^hf ^<os*>/« re- 
duced, «(^d the r3',Sf?Ph,'l^\ i^f^'piw^^8 fl^P^^^^ W 
hi« .inftHy^ ;tf «Qm :thw.:RW?>ep$. t^ff Mf^lffij '^ 
}ie4)a4-<be«t d)i} m^st ^ttj^iv^^p&n tft j)i« fO.Nvn i^rs, 
noj^bt fairly !«»d.fj<!Q|3»54f.^?i^>sW'i«^ l»is ;^jn4 
itmi-^ coMaideiAti09:>fMHl'.<f(^ ^feflyLfflfi ^oFl^y-:^? 
fThuBi-wy; Idadf^ ' ifr-Mft. Xi^^X ^if^j;, an^-agipfFpulef 
pfstodito the valv»«.oCifiJo^t||^.^d^oq94 iprM^^fr 
in^. an advance o£*o»pf?q^ iflsj^cad-^fTc'e^^^ij^g him^ 
$eJif widi- diat security. . ff Qffi .,9. jBiflUxe 5v%f;h. be states 
♦d -be brt^ahxiety and , ati^ptiiap ja!-|)i§} ovyn ipterestji 
be transfers -this advaqcp i<5^ tjhe lo^jHty^lb^iTro^ th§ 
•ccpuQt'CuiVttRt to the .cb^t saccoiyit. , '•'■X^^ y^^ 
Ville," hesays, .*• w^p'^ndebted; to mc,^;,a mv^te in- 
<Wvidual oalyi,:upoo H» 'ppqtHiflf-cuijrem.^g, J, consi- 
dered JhimiindcbfeAlo^g^veimmen^ ff^}j\f?ii^^^''^ 
upon the chest-a€C0i«Bt,/'vi>^Did.jo^,j{^^ tci^pord 
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.MdtiUe that-yoinvUhfd prjntcndci to ijanrfer. this 
loyalty loan money from the ^cipoiint-cuxrcnt to- the 
chest-account ?'* *^ I do not recollect that I positively 
jstated it to his Lordship, but I deliver^4 accounts 
, which bore it upon the face of them/'. /* pid Lo^d 
Melville approve of the transfer of the loyajiiy.loan to 
; the chest-account.'* " He. neither itpproved ior disaj|)- 
proved of it 3 he took the accjounts without any conw- 
deration?' And it is in evidence likewise uiat^Mf. 
; Trotter never called his attention to the item* Tbf t 
X.ord Melville never examined any account in4\Mf. 
Trotter's presence J and that hp always signed them 
before they parted. ^ 

' , Mr. Trotter I have stated to have, been ^ec]if red in a 
sum of money equal to 20,000/. when the^ loyally -loan 
was paid up. But notwithstanding th^ty ,he ^ j^ranfeps 
ihis sum to the chest-account. Wha^)if^a$ tl^is cbesi-^ 
. account ?, Supposing the instant afterwiards,'.l\tr# Trot- 
ter, and Lora Melville had both died, or^^^pi^ppQsing 
Mr. Trotter had died, and left no vestige behind ;him 
,pr traces of what the^naturc of their tr^nsactiou ,w^, 
and the chest- account {had appeared, would not l^(xd 
.'MejviJl^ havjc stood m the situ^tionof a person >vl^ 
^had given complete security fpr the. adyfjiMje of t^ 
loyalty, and who, notwithstan^in^^^jstood .responsible 
to the, public for the whole amount of these aiiv^nd^ 
upon _t|)e. chest account,? for ^he i^hest-occeuiit tE a 
m^rnqmndum wh;ch Lord Melville could gaotyCon^rQ-^ 
;vei;t'^,^]because ^s^ 4^p^ol^'yvsL% put tp; it,.aRd his 
!j£o,pQb/. was put tp,if^- 4nd...jf if remained tW^ he 
,pust j^ay 4t*;L But would ^noj/L,ord, ^^^vilki i(: this 
^tem Ji^d been poin,ted.out to him in th^.-^^ei^-t^cpuntj 
nave said— rWhat^ Mr. .^irptter ! do you mean ^Orcharge 
jne in .^this double capacity ? Is your anxipty jibout^our 
!iOwh inttfre^t so great that you are not. contented 
merely witli having thi& power to, seU the iQyalty and 
other f^nd^ for , your own benefit, but you must makie 
me and ipy reprcsentativeis liable to tlp^e public in 
ipyOoo/.j afld Jiafale to, what is more, to Ijeicji^fttioned 
Jn the higl^ court of parliament by. irop^achmem; r fe 
4}Qt this *p>e*true fpature .^f >he Wxtf a<;{iafi.^ ^ WUi wt 



t6uf Idrdships l^elteve npxv t!iat ITofd Melvilte was an 
. jndolent mnn about hk own JiriVatq kflfiirs? and it 
• detract^ nothings from the noble lord*s.chaT'act<ir or'thtf 
c!ignit)^ of'his/jTiind that he is so. This proves' hi$ in- 
' i/tttnxirfTi, to ^ny ignorance' of his own affairs, but it 
^ proves ^niofe, it provies he was particularly inattentive 
to the rt'iest ace bun{ ; ft proves t ) demonstration that 
thjs particular .jtem, to Lord Melville's knowledge, 
never was in the chest-account. . This brings me to 
tjle 7,000/. reduced annuities, which, according to the 
evidence of Mr. Trotter came from friends of Lord 
'Melville : and. he laid it out without his l6rdship*s di- 
rection, because it had been a productive fund before. 
' My lords,' it is in evidence bpfore your lordships, 
that my'Ixrfd'.MelyiHe signed the accounts without 
reading ti'ieih ; that he was extremely negligent wit|i 
regard -to h}s'6wh afFairs, and that negligence does not 
rest nierely lipon the testimony of Mr. Trotter or an^ 
other \(rttn^s, but is proved by the transactions thfem- 
^iBclves; particularly by his not having hiade' any ob- 
^servation as to the statd of, the chest account. I now 
'submit to your lordships ^rively, that you are now in 
*a criminal court, notm a (JiviJ cause, thatt whatever 
presumfptionmay be just in i civil case, with regard 
to a pefsdn- signing a deed which he l>as tiqt tfead, or 
signing' an account which he has not' perused;^ may be 
«trfficieht against hiih,brhowever he may be hodnd in 
'the civil transactions of life, I am sure ybiir Ibrdships 




the party from' knowing vi'hkt- was in the |)aper he 
signed ; such negligence as prevented th(i p^rty from 
knowing what account was iii the book 6t\hji paper 
delivered over to hirji ; your lordships never can in- 
fer, in a criminal cause, that that construction is to be 
tn^de which - is to be m«de in a civii case ; on the 
contrary^ I take it that in every c^se of a criminal na- 
ture it is essential, that in order tb fix the criminality 
yqu mtt§t establish the guilty mind } that you cannot 
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^§tabljsii a Euiity .mmd.^^We there is. an; Ignorant 
^in4;anci that jherefore^\vhej*e, there is, ^ complete 
jgnoranc.e ^nd want of liDOwedge, therC; !c^onot by 
'ppssibilityi '\)e an inference *^cjf guilt; from. ^^n act, 
*^which,.if ^one in. a civil ca^^^^^I certainly cannot pre* 
"tend to state ioyout lordshjpp would not be sumci* 

^eiUly binding upon the indiy44fft^^^^ : ^ '- 
. . ^ The learned cpwsernckt.S^^^ w|th 

iiespectjto the/ release, which ^insisted was proved 

;)i)05t clearly to h^ the act of Mr. Trotter alone for his 
own safety,- • . •, ' .'.:..... 

My lordsj con,tJnued Mr.' Adam, there Is.UkjeWisc 

't)ne ptheV ohsexyation to \)c made with respect to the 

'destruction ^f' gapers. I have had. occasion to 'state 
to your. lor^shjp$; that Mr. Trotter, at jhe coramence- 

'mentof his i^ccQunt of thi^ buhines? did not speak out; 

'and tha^t. itas!.^wkig.to IVitr; Tratter's sheltering him- 

^self under the 'protection \w the law give hini, 

and not thinking It wise to.clisclose any thing .which 

|,should discover either his delinquency or his profits,, 
jhat your lordships are nbw here, for frona , the mo- 

"ment that Mr. Trotter did disc)ose to this noble and 

, most clevatedcourt, the re.al^natqjre of the tra,nsaf:tions , 
between him find Lord MeWUe, all idea of , coixug- 
tion on the part of Lord Melville, w^as . vani4^ed .and 
dispersed. ' I .submit to ypu^ Iford^hips tjiat; .t.hc. sanie 
caution vvhich dictated Mr! Trotjt'eji's. silence,, dfctated 
likewise the destruction of hts papers j he was^ .deter- 
mined to be silent that his gains might* not be.disco* 
Vercd by himself :. he was determined , to- destroy hjs 

'papers that they mjght npt be jdlscovercd therel*|lere 
IS "a direct motive op the part of ^ Mr. Trotter for the 
destruction, of his papers^ he proves that he destroyed 

't^em for his 'pw'n purpose?, f and' that Lord &4elviUe 
Was not privy to that destruction. When I can shew 
your lordship*§ a direct motive on the part of Mr. 
Trotter, for the act he did, and which itiotive' is cort- 
sistent with reauon ^nd with the general nature of 

,|iis' case, your Jordship will not resort to a strained 
inference of a motive of another kind, operating upon 
\he mind of another man. Your lordships will hs 



sMtisRti that all Mr. Trotter'3 taciturnity would Jiave 
availed him nothing if the commWonetis had hih 
their hands upon the {^pers^he burnt under the clause 
5n the release, atri therefore here was a direct motivja 
upon the part of Mr. Yrotter to destroy thbsc papers, 
"vrhi^h triight have rendered his silence totally and 
completely abortive.; for until thiscasb took. its prcJ* 
gress before the Commons in Parliament, Mr. Trotter 
acted uniformly xipbn the idea of pr^otecting himself 
^rom criminal accii^tion and from civil' suit, by main^ 
^ainhiga poaJtivc^lencc as to all the fiicts which could 
by po^sibflity disclose either his guilt or his gain. . 

My lords, rtii5, Ithiirk, seems to me to wind up 
all the observations that are necessary to be 'made upon 
the case, which I have been entrusted to ,skati^ to your 
"lordships. 1 will not delay your Ibrdships any -fur-^ 
4hcr. I have to return your lordships my most sin- 
cere thanks for that attention with ^^blch you Ijave 
'honoured me. I have, to state in the .rfiost anxious 
mwnerthat lam perfectly sure your lordships will 
•not, when you come to examine this evidence, when 
you come to compare t?he conduct of th^ noble per- 
son accused ; the liberality and disintfefestedness of 
that conduct with respect to public monejr, voucheii 
by the very persons who accuse him -, when you con^ 
sider that there is no avarice in this case^Urld that the 
'whole tenor of the noble lord's life is against such a 
crime as he is here accused of. When your lordships 
consider that all tlie fects and circumstance's narrated, 
either those which are more ancient or more modern, 
are not sufficiently sustaioed by .the evidence to war-r 
rant the conclusions ifhe managers would draw from 
themy oj that they are sufficiently refuted ; when your 
|ojd$hip5 consider^ above aM, that the facts which are 
proved by the principal witness ai-e perfectly coingi^ 
(lept with *the nature of the presumptions we have sugi 
gested, and that' all the presumptions ?6 Jthe contrary 
are forced and strained : when yoqr lordships consider 
all these things, and deliver your judgment of guilty 
or not guilty upon your honour, yonr lordships' wiU 
^ot conceive, that under the first authority by v/\(\c\^ 



cgpjfli^f d ^ ^pp;utne. My; tfods* t^^ pvarrant lays 
:^ iwj^r ft!; dv^.pblilflt^if)!? f fh^t .warrant was state! 

^7f9ur|iwffstyjpi8 >jr my/l^rned IjSepd, -in ,a mjiDnv 
w??fhW **R>?!>*''« I^*Hp|uW i4p but .ill. at thjs tipnc of 

contend tnat the fact is more in^p^rj^^nt to jthe.^oblp 

M^^m9f;mmy^Vi M^' k»r«freqt .jpJrtho 

«*f»flfe W?9Pt}P0^fe:^.pt^(^.'^^ave t?k;?n otif 
l^:<^«fe%t tf if« ,t?Wpeasiri^to,,^a9o^ 1^^^^ p^^ 

which my lord Melviile, yhej? .the .w^tpess s mPUtl^ 
was opened, was freed from' all imputation of mor^ 

5<w1%f.||}?^m, A^frQi?9^lj6ohUc»l ?rime. My 

■|?c5ipftf.,. ^y Jfir^, 4t <?ai^ffpt,be, te<»u,se I trust thikt 
M ^!TO?<lfli,flP5»i*ne s,t^im^,^?nd!£ris my .]U^rd:Meil- 
Ml?.,asffe^j%jm 4<jg^ cg«l4rM ?*? ^cgMnaent* vpo^ 
^fhfttsf ,?i^^;^e.. 4acts^f;msje|yes .she;8v hii« 19 jbp 

My Lords, I stated tbyour iordshap? tpForc it if fl)ft 
wetu rea. You are to consider. Lord Melville's sitiia- 
,Vf?f^>1SPo^-.e^ctrcm.ply^swlW .i» ^W^.w^ry^ re- 

a¥\TO^f we ^f<i.9m.of Its w/or m^>^m^ 

^P)e. tp. t^ c^g fhas hepa jrfeMei^efJ. Myj^i^rds. jhf 
{?l^ ^SF» W,%9 pet^n-,shalLb9 Ji<?Jd,^.% u#;y # 
lie.sh^;i,))e,conv^ted by-ti^^^ ^^ Vf^^^- ^^"^ .P?''.?9P 
!•)! f°W<! Bw%» 4^'^ b<j,pi5?swnca »iyiQc^{. ^ . ^ . 
•. ^•X-*:'^'"!^!'. t^ejcioiile 4ef4ndwt stait^s^p.^l^w^up;! 
directly the reverse ; he has been found "guilty, aiia he 
has been punished. ' 
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jTy Lords,, tlie. caiusfe"**'df,ttal-ul9^^ 
endeavotircd to expfeitt t6 your' loVdfiWjrK *I}\aveci<- 
deavoured to shew Vali tMt;tHcHonoUr^l^c sHienc^e cJf 
X.ord MelvJIId, dictk^ed'-by* Ks* &erisfe^bf p^^bjic dirty, 
and his sense of peirS'oHjO ideKcacy./ wd tne silfencfe^ 
Mr. Trotter dictitetf fiyffie motive iKar J lave'descji^ 
cd, left'th^counn'y m' igfto^rance; tiH tnfe'iQausc came 
to your lordship's bai^.'^ ^ -^^ ^ ' '"'• '''-'- '^^^:r..o^ 
* My Lords, tH^ca^ S^'riifv^r^cxbiaifiedij^^ 
relieve Ae rioblfc p^r's.6» iVdtn tb^'TniseH^.he\%as stff. 
'fcred in thc!'interVil^j*'fteHs'bori^e-:it^ WitH ^fortitude) 
he has borne It 'like a'jAMoi^p 



-' Ttte/'ds? for^tTf^' dc^ntlani ' hatev<5fo^^^'%^ 
Attorney G^nerkl' fSirl^'fthiir Bff^if^mMi^^^ ^^^ 
learni^d and able ' arjiltti^r "^ftott th^^ tofiStl^5cii6n"6F 
the act of parliam'etit,' aAxl^'^r; WliitBtfeatf v^s heiFd 
at considerable iengtii. iii"* reply .dplffft Ai^^^ifest :df th^ 
case J buttheiimi« Wifiis'w^^ admit "Af 

ftiose speeches bein^ teported, 'TL^frile^kV-argumcn^, 
a$ is ^tate^ before, 'cdWnof be interestlh^* to the 'gene- 
ral rea|ier*j and'the putilic may fest sktisfted thai the 
true nieanirrgiarrd 'spint bf'theact* orPaVlmfnent has 
bc«n accurately expounded by the unaninjous. opinion 
pf the learned judges. "^ *'*^ ''*> ' ' '-'-^ ^ ^ ■'^'' ' ' 

• Sevciira^Bay s were occupied by the 'Hgtrst^Hof Lords^ 
In disctissnig,;1nthdr chamber of parliatAefrt fe c^osc 
committer; ^ Vat^ocfe^ parts of this mbsr itripitaiit 
causeV^rfd ote th*e/T2i|T o^' June, *i8b6; i^hey'tti^t W 
Westrninsterfl^ll\t(5 ^Vt 'their Ve'rjdicts^' whfen %^ 
question 6f,' Guilty 6t Ndt? 'Guilty f ^la'tWg'beeh put 
by the Lwd CSiancdllor to" each p^feri upon eac!| 
article separately, the numbers ^p|ye'ahJ asfqllo^ ;^ 
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Aittde Qxaltf, NotGoilty. Majoiiqr* 
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15 


I20 


>o«I 


2d 


54 


8i 


27 


id 


.T-5^ 


. 83 


3t 


4th 


None. 


135 


»35 


Sth 
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132 


129 


6th 


+7 


88 


4» 


7* 


5° 


85 


85 


8th 


H 


121 


107 


9th 


i6 


119 


103 


loth 


IZ 


123 


lit 



Totals 263 1087 824 

The Lord Chancellor then declared, that Lord 
Melville was acquitted of all the articles charged 
against him by the impeachmeot> and of every matter 
and thing therein contamed# ^ 
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APPENDIX. 



^esthus put to the Judges^ 

L ^^V-HETHER moniefl isso^d ftona the Excheqiaer t6 the 
Governor and Cotupany of tht Bank of England, on 
account ©f the Treasurer of his Majesty's Navy, pursuant 
Mtfae Ac* of tl^ 25ihGeo. 3, c 31, may be tawfally 
idrawH from the said Bank) by the person duly authorizeo 
by tl^ Tfeatwrer to draw upon the Bank, according to 
the said Act, tliexlraft of iuch person being made for the 
purpose pf discharging bilk actaaily assigned upon the 
Trcasttferfesfone the date oTsuch drafts, but not actual- 
ly presented for payment before such dra^'ing ; and 
whether sudi moniesi so dravrn for such purpose, may 
be lawfully locked and deposited in the hands or a b^nker^ 
until tlip payment of such assigned billst and for the 
purpose of making payment thereof) when the paym^n^ 
thereof shall be demanded. Or, whether such act, in so 
drawing such monies^ and lodging and^ depositing (he 
same as aforesaid, is in the law a crime or''o£fence« 

II., Whether monies issued from the Exchequer to the Bank 
of England^ on account of the Treasurer of the Navy, 
pwsuant to the Act of 25th Geo. 3, c. 31, may be law- 
^Hy dfavt^n therefrom, by drafts drawn in the name and 
on the behalf of the said Treasurer^ in the form pre- 
» scribtfd by the said A^t, for the purpose of such monies 
- being' ultimately appHed to Navy Services, bat in the 
mean time, and until the same should be required to be 
soapplied^i for the purpose ofbeing deposited in the hands 
of a prtVAie binkfer, or otlier private depository of sufch 
monieS) in the name and under the immediate sok cx>n- 
troui and disposition of some other person or 'persons 
than the said Tteisarer himsdf. 

III. Whether it was lawful fortbe'Treasuret of the Mavy- 
before the passing of the Act of '25th Geo- 3, c; 31, aittl^ 
more especially when, by warrant from his NlajcstyVhis"; 
salaryas socb Treasurer as* aforessi^ Warttugmentedv|a ' 



full satisfaction for all wages, fees, and other fn'olits, and 
emoluments, to applv any sum of money, impressed to 
him for Navy Services to any other use whatsoever, pub- 
lic or private, w^l>out express authority for so doing; 
ind whether such application by snch Treasurer would 
have been a misdemeanor, punishable by information or 
indictment. 

Jnswer h the First Question. 

That monies issued fiom the Exchequer to the Governor 
and Company of the Bank of England, on account of the 
Treasurer of his Majesty's Navy, pursuant to the Act of 
aSth Geo, 3, c. 31, may be lawfully drawn from the said 
Bank, by the person duly authorised by the Treasurer to 
draw upon the Bank, according to the said Act, the drafts of 
such person being/made for the purpose of discharging bills 
actually assigned upon the Treasurer, before the dates of 
isudi drafts, but not actually presented for -payment befdrc 
such drawing ; and that such monies, so- drawn for such 
purpose, may be lawfully Indeed and deposited iti the hands 
of a banker, other than the Governor and Company of the 
Ban)^, until payment of such assigned bilts, and for the pur- 
pose of making payment thereof, when the payment thereof 
shall be demanded; and that such act, in so drawing such 
monies, and lodgnigand depositing the same as aforesaid, is 
not in the law a criiue or ofience. 

Answer to the Second Question. 

If by the expression <* for the purpose of being deposited 
in the h^ads ot a private banker or other private depositary,'^ 
is to be understood that such was the olyect or reason of 
drawing ihq money out of the Bank of England, the Judges 
answer that monies may not be lawfully drawn outofSie 
Bank of England by the Treasurer of the Navy for such pur- 

EQSe» althougii the money be i^ntended to be, and may in fiict 
e ultimately applied to Naval Services j but, if by that ex- 
pression u is to be understood, that such intermediate deposit 
in the hands of a private banker or depositary, is made bwd 
fidt as the means, ur supposed means, of more conveniently 
applying the money to Naval Services^ in that case the Judges 
answer, tliat nioniei^ issued from the Exchequer to the Bank 
of England,' oiraccount of the Treasurer of tbe Navy^ pur- 
suant to the Act ot 25th Geo. 3, c. 31, may be lawfully 
drawitthiereftpiu.by drafts. drawn in the name, and oh thfe « 
bcbflf of tlje'Treasutcr, jn the forni prescribed by the said 
Act, fur the put pose ot such monies oeing ultimately applied 
to Naval Scivices^ although in the^ueau tiaie^ and until the 
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same shall be tequffed to be so applied, the money may be 
deposited in the hands 6{ a private Danker, or other private 
depositary of such nioniesi in the name and under the im-. 
mediate sole controul and disposition of some other person 
or persons than the Treasurer himself* 

Answer to the Third ^ues/ion* 

The Judge's answer that it was not unlawful for the Trea- 
surer of the Navy, before the Act of 25th Geo. 3. c. 31, al- 
though after the warrant stated in the question, to apply any 
sum of money imprested to him for Navy Services, to other 
useS} public or private, without express authority for so doing, 
so as to constitute a misdemeanor punishaiblc by information 
or indictment. 



COPIES OF REQUISITIONS, &c. 

To George Scholey and William DomvilUj Esquires^ Sheriffs ofthi 
County of Middlesex: 

We, the undersigned Freeholders of the county of Mid- 
dlesex, request that you will call a meeting of the Freeholders 
of the county of Middlesex, for the purpose of taking into 
consideration the gross violations of the law, and the flagrant 
abuses in the management and expenditure of public money, 
which have been lately detected by the Commissioners of 
Naval Inquiry, and towards the investigation, reform, and 
punishment of which the representatives of the people in 
parliament have made so virtuous a progress. 

(Signed) Norfolk^ E. M. — Bedford — Devonshire — JV^r- 
thumberland^Dundas^^A.H* Shove — Thomas 
HolmeS'^Joseph Thomson'-^ John Richards"^ 
Charles Morrice* 

In consequence of the above requistion, we appoint a meet- 
ing of the Freeholders of the county of Middlesex, to be held 
at the Mermaid, Hackney, on Thursday, the ad of May next, 
at twelve. 

April 19. George Scholey 

William Domville 



To James Blunt, Esj, Sheriff of the County ofSmhampton. 

We, the undersigned Freeholders of the county of South-. 
aotpton^ request that you will call a meeting of the Fre»- 

R 



holders of the said county,' for the 'purpose of taking inta 
consideration the gross violations of tne law, and the flagrant 
abuses in the management and expenditure of the public 
money* brought to light by the Commissioners of Naval In- 
quiry instituted by Parliament, and also for the -purpose- of 
expressing our approbation of the conduct of the House of 
Commons, whote juttceastire of the abuses already discover- 
ed, and v^hose further investigation into the conduct of those 
persons who may be implicated in or have connived at these 
unprrncipled practices, demand and deserve our encourage- 
ment ana support. 

(Signed) ffinchffter-^ChandU'^Tcmpk'^CarnarvtK'^ 
PmtsmQiuh. 

Meeting appointed at the Castle of Winchester, Thursday, 
May i6. 



7o John Mosekj^ Esq. High Sheriff thi Couftty af Mr/a/i. 

We, the undersigned Freeholders of the county of Norfolk^ 
requtsC that ydu wtU call a meeting of the Freeholders of the 
county of Norfolk, for the purpose of taking into considera- 
tion the gross violations of the law, and the flagrant abuiet 
in the management and expenditure of public money, which 
has lately been detected by the Commissioners of Naval 
Inquiry, and towards tlie investigation, reform, and punish- 
ment of which the Representatives of the People of England 
have already made some progress, and are endeavouring to 
c^rry into effect. 

( Signed ) Albemarte-^ Ch$lm6ndtley*^ Walpole^ Petre — ^T*'^ 
L§mbi^-^Richard Paul JoddreU—Je^hh GftrJm^ 
E. Rolf^ — Robert Plumtree^ Henry StyUman^S. 
Payne Galway^ Edward Roger Pratt — M, S, 
. Brathwayt-^John MoXtem — Robert Lee Dought} 
— E. Rolfe^ jun. — 5» Sevan. 

Meeting appointed at the Swan Ian, Norwich^ on the 14th 
May. 



To Sir PFatiitt Lewes^ Knigbty High Bdliff of the Borough tf 
l^otuhwark. 

We, the undersigned Electors of the borough of South- 
wark, do^e^uest you to- convene, at atx easly and convenient 
day, a meeting of the Electors of this Borough, to take into 
congidctation the gross system of flagrant abuse in the ma- 
nagement of public money, whtch'hats been btOtight to light 



by tbcGommissioners of Navtl Inquiry, wheiem a late cftil-» 
nent Member of his Majesty's Administration had assunMd 
to himself the dangcrc\us power of dispensing witti the tnact- 
ing clauses of a plain positive law, by which immense sUttiS 
of the pubh'c money have been put to hazard, for the p«r* 
poses of private gain, in direct contempt of a statute passed 
cxpreslsy to prevent this very crime, practices which havcN 
brought discredit upon the King's Government, and called 
forth the just condemnation of the House of Cottimony, 
whose laudable progress towards the efficient correction of 
these delinquencies, demands the support, the approbation, 
5ind encouragement of the whole empire. ' 

(Signed) Richard Shepley-^Edward Mgrsden — John EUlf 
— John Swalne-^Mark Dixon — Samuel Lee 
"^-Jobn Gardner — J<fhn Laner-^eo. Gifj/att 
^^John l^px-^Jarnes Slade^J. fV. ZhwAitfs 
— £f Dickenson'^ Prince^ Sfin^ andJ^hns^H"^ 

William Little'-G.W'lVood'-'lMfne^S^^ktfi 
'^M. Shaxv^W. TV. Hugstone-R. Koberts' 
■ ^^Tbpmas WillH^JibrabamPtdtley. . 



Extracted from the Morning Chronicle,' May ^^ ^^^5". 

Palace Yard, May 8; 
\4t a Meeting of the Electors it vvas resolved unanimously^: 

I. That the votes of the House of Commons on the 8th 
and lotlji of Ajjril last, on the mojtions of Samuel Whitbread, 
Esq. founded upon the loth Report of the Commissioners of 
Naval Inquiry, declaring the Lord Yisc;puiU Melviiletobave 

rcommitted a gross violation of law, and a higK breach of Jius 
public duty ; have diffused through this astonished aad in* 
di^aht. nation, tlie most beartfek satisfaction aiid graxidue* 

II. Thatthje intrepid and virtuous discharge of the duties 
with which the Legislature have invested the Cpmraissloners 
of Naval Inquiry, has filled every upright .mind with the pro- 
foundest veneratiorii towards Ihose Conimissioners, that the 
renewal of tlieir power, and the pnlargement] of |:heir authori- 
ty, are objects of the utmost interest to this meeting^ a!u4 
tliat we ate persuaded the whole natioii particijpates in tills 
sentiment. * 

III. That it is notamongthe slighter testimonials to the 
House, and fidelity of these Commissioners, tliat the only 
persons who have dared to in'^inuatc^ahy'thirfg to theif di^- 
•idvaiHage, are those nlohe, who, rf not the attual accomplices 

r2 



sMiisfiei that all Mr. Trotter'3 taciturnity would have 
availed him nothing if the commissioners had laid 
their hands upon the papers he burnt under the clause 
in the release, atri therefor? here was a direct motive 
upon the part of Mr. Trotter to destroy fhbsc papers, 
"whi^h triight have rendered his silence totally an'cl 
completely abortive.; for until thiscasfc took its pro* 
gress before the Commons in Parliament, Mr. Trotter 
acted uniformly xipbn the idea of pr'ptecting himscjf 
-from criminal accu^tion and from cryil'suitj'by main- 
taining a pcaJtivc^lence as to all the facts which could 
by po^sibflity disclose either his guilt or his gain. 

My lords, thi^, I think, seems to me to wind up 
all the observations that are necessary to be made upon 
the case, which I have been entrusted to ^statid to your 
'lordships, i will not delay your Ibrdshlps any -fur- 
*ther. I have to return your lordships 'my most sin- 
cere thanks for that attention with Which you have 
'honoured me. I have, to state in the .rhost anxious 
manner that lam perfectly sure your lordships will 
•not, when you come to examine this evidence, when 
you come to compare the conduct of th6^ noble per- 
son accused ; the liberality and disintfefestedness of 
that conduct with respect to public money, vouched 
by the very persons who accuse him; when you con- 
sider that thfere is no avarice in this case^Urid that the 
whole tenor of the noble lord's life is a^gainst such a 
crime as he is here accused of. When .y9ur lordships 
consider that all the fects and circumstances narrated, 
either those whkh are more ancient or more modem, 
are not sufficiently sustained by the evidence to war-» 
rant the conclusions lfhe managers would draw from 
themy oj that they are sufficiently reH^uted ; when yowr 
|ojd$hip5 consider, above aM, that the facts which are 
prpyed by the principal witness ai-e perfectly coingi^ 
' (lejit with *the nature of the presumptions we have sugi 
gested, and that' all the presumptions ^o J:he contrary 
are forced and strained : when yoqr lordships consider 
all these things, and deliver your judgn^ent of guilty 
or not guilty upon your honour, yonr lordships will 
ijot conceive, that under the first au^hof It^ by w^ijch 



J^fSMlfi^if^fl^-^ Wtraftltr-Lord M)?W»e«hat 
"'^Ti^fd 9fi^ j;pjpc, My.4£M:4s» that )fvarranl Uyjs 

1 Uiff^tjia: fjvj4 pblifia»^»Ai?:f fli^t' .warrant was state! 

""- '-^--^-T^js bjr iny;l^— '• *'■*'-"'' •• 

contend tnat the fact is more imp(pr|4nt to ^thc.^oblp 
M.:^^m 9f;mm^^ViW j«i»l.ef^qt';pr.th« 

««fl»»^ ffi?9P*ieoaaj«;,;Qr.pt^rtbhaye t?k;?n Qjjp 

f^0m>'mm%. .w wfftft*. 4 piPr^pfe w^( .your 

1 suiDS JDust be satisfi — '' ' — — 
ich my lord Melvil 
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was opened, was freed from' all imputation of mor^ 
If^lt J. w% fwfi4 W.af|,c9i^e3{^p .with .^^n^^pjion^ 

«<W%^.|fi?^m,A^frQ^aI|j6o^^^^^^ IV^jr 

JM;d8. U. wmi'^. \>f a *=''»??> -^^binH. ^ ^e. Jt»e»w? 

«!; iH»« i^y!^ ^^ to .b^; ai| y^i^^e .w«b |l;s 

fc?Hlf.: My IftW^i it )?ai^ftpt,be? wcau.se I trps.t thikt 

""" fiiSwPWt aiWff l*^e «,tftt;u^..^?nd!ers ipy .JU?rd :MeiL- 

If.'^sffe^^ito 4^g^ c«no?,fW th? acgMcuent* vpo^ 

|tjf £|9tsf ,^^^e .(acts ^«;mj^|yes .s^ew bim tp bP 

My Lords, I stated tbyour lordship? fcpFcirc it if fl>(t 
weui rea. You are to consider. Lord Melville's sitiia-. 
,W>iffP^< eiftrefnely-.swgu%.,ixi X^^.i^o^xyf, re- 
M^W j^r.We wisdom of US ]f^9,^r. i^^ -^ 



*f : s|??M< be .f onv^ted by - ttji^^ pvit. *tb^t. ejr^igr j^^t^q^ 
.*U1 lowd guilty, s|iaU b<^ prpawflcd irina^pj. ^. . /, 
•. ^y.h^^^'. tijejuoble 4efj?nd^j;u sta[^s^p,^^1^M^Ufjn 
directly the reverse ; he has been found guilty, aha he 
has been punished. 



My Lords, tlie. caus!b''df^tta{~uiilKfeBti^^^ 
endeavotired toexpfeiitt6 yDurloVdRhlpJi 'iliavecrt- 
deavoured to shewycll thittKeKonolfr^iacsHencre Jf 
"Lord MelvJlltf, dictkfed'*bj'' fiis- &eris^dF p'^bjic duty, 
and his sense of persoHaJl veKcacy./arid tfte ii]tndc1n 
Mr. T/otterdkuttetf Byffie motive tfiar I fraTc^descrf^ 
ed, left tha country ih" ignorance; tiH 'tnis'k;ansc' c^e 
"to your lordsWs bai*." '- ' - "■'■ ■'•■'" ■ •■' - •• "^ 

"lassU?. 

.^ ..- .. , — .™ — ,- ... v,.titude^ 

lie has borne it like 4'plfflos6pHer^'tin!d''"^'cfiri^ 
My tords,^he'hiiib'oVn€ jttr6m«'feelinV ofctinscibbi 





at considerable iengin. ih"^ reply .iip'<p% iSi(^^rfest:t/f tfiii 
case -J but the 'limi« "(if ifiis'wtirk WHl 'fatJt admit "df 
those speiches bein^ Veported, TKfe lle^al'argumcirf, 
a$ is /tate^ before, "cirtnotW iiitefcst{hg*to- the 'ffene- 
ralreatler^j indthe putillc may fcst -sktisfSed that the 
true nieatiiiTg^ritl*spiVit*bf'tbe act* orf^rlmfnetit has 
bc«n accurjately expounded by the unanirpous, opinion 
"pf the learned jckdgds,^^ ';'*'> ' ' ^-' ^ ''^'■' * ' 

; Sevei^al^ay 5 were bdcup5ed by ^ the 'Hqtrstfibf Lords, 
fo disctassni^,' In their ctfamher of p^rliattetit fe c^osc 
conimittee; tl^ Vat^oife^ parts of thrs rhbsMlriprtaiik 
causeV^itd ote the, rafh' o^June, i8d6; ^hty'ttidt^W 
WestrnmsterW^li^tcSf yVt* 'thejr ^ei^dicts'^' whfcn '*h^ 
quesdoh of,' Guilty 6t Nc^'Guilty f Ifj'aTirig been ptrt 
by the Lord Chancellor to'' each ptfer', upon eac^ ' 
article sepaiatdy, the numbers ^ptreahd asfpllovfr ;--r 



a37 

Article Gtulty. Not Guilty. Majoriijr, 

120 ' lOf; 
8i 27 

83 3« 
135 ■ »3$ 

13'^ iat9 

S8 41 

85 85 

121 107 

119 105 

123 III 



I St 


»S 


2d 


54 


3d 


52 


4th 


None. 


5th 


3 


6th 


+7 


7th 


50 


8th 


14 


9* 


16 


loth 


zz 



Totals a63 1087 824 

The Lord Chancellor then declared, that Lord 
Melville was acquitted of all the articles charged 
against him by the impeachmeQt^ and of every matter 
and thing therein contained* ^ 
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APPENDIX. 



^estious put to the Judges^ 

L "Whether monies ts&oed fVom the ExchequcT t6 the 
Governor and Company of the Bank of Englartd, on 
- account of the Treasurer of his Majesty** Navy, pursuant 
. Mtlie A43l>of tl>c Q.^i^iGto.'^^ c 31, may be lawfully 
dnwti from the said Bank, by the per«on duly authorized 
fey tlie TfeatviTer to draw upon the Bank, according to 
the «atd Act, thedraft of fuch person being made for the 
purpose pi discharging bilk actually assigned upon the 
Treasttferbefone the date oTsuch drafts, but not actual* 
ly presented for payment before such drawing ; and 
whether such montes* so drawn for such purpose, mvf 
be lawfully locked and deposited in the hands ot a banker^ 
until tlip payment of such assigned billsy and for the 
purpose of making payment thereof^ when the payni^njt 
thereof shall be demanded. Or, whether such act, in so 
drawing such monies, and lodging and depositing the 
eame as aforesaid^ is ia the law a crime or*offence« 

IL. Whether monies issued from the Exchequer to the Bank 
of England^ on account of the Treasurer of the Navy, 
pursuant to the Act of 2sth Geo. 3, c. 31, may be law- 
AiHy drav^rn therefrom, by drafts drawn in the name and 
on the- behalf of the said Treasurer j in the form prc- 
' fcriberf «by the said' Act, for the purpose of such moaies 
• being ultimately appHed to Navy Services, bat in the 
snean time, and until the same should be required to be 
$oapplied> for the purpose of being deposited in the hands 
of a private binkfer, or otlier private depository of such 
monies, in the name and under the immediate^ sold cpn* 
troul arui dispositron of some other person ot ^cnont 
thau the said Treisuret himidf. 

III. Whether it was lawfol for tfirTreasurefof the Mavy. 
before the passing of the Act of 25th Geo. 3, c. 31, aittl^ 
more especially when, by warrant from his Majesty; his" 
salary as 6 inch Treasurer a9 aforesaifi vtrar augmented^ |a * 
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full satisfaction for all wages, fees, and other frrofits, and 
emoluments, to applv any sum of money, impressed to 
him for Navy Services to any other use whatsoever* pub- 
lic or private, w»tl>out express authority for so doing; 
and whether such application by such Treasurer would 
have been a misdemeanor, punishable by information or 
indictment. 

Answer h the First Question, 

That monies issued fiom the Exchequer to the Governor 
and Company of the Bank of England, on account of the 
Treasurer of his Majesty's Navy, pursuant to the Act of 
25th Geo. 3, c. 31, may be lawfully drawn from the said 
BaiUc, by the person duly authorized by the Treasurer to 
draw upon the Bank, according to the said Act, the drafts of 
such person .being^made for the purpose of discharghig bills 
actually assigned upon the Treasurer* before the dates of 
audi drafts, but not actually presented for ^payment befdrc 
such drawing ; and that sudh morries, so> drawn for such 
purpose, may be lawfully lodged and d^pocMted in the hands 
of a banker, other than the Governor and Company of the 
fian]^, until payment of such assigned bills, ahd'fOr the pur- 
pose of making payment thereof, when the payment thereof 
shall be demanded; and that such act, in so drawing such 
mQnies. and lodging and depositing the same as aforesaidi i| 
not io the law a crifue or oftnce. 

Answer to the Second Question. 

If by the expression ** for the purpose of being deposited 
in tlie hands oi a private banker or other private depositary,'' 
is to be uuiierstood that such was the ot^ect or reason of 
drawing thq money out of the Bank of England, the Judges 
answer that monies may not be lawfully drawn out of die 
Bank of England by the Treasurer of the Navy for such pur- 
pose, althougli the money be intended to be, and may in fact 
be ultimately applied to Naval Services j but, if by that ex- 

}>i:ession u is to be understood,^ that such intermediate deposit 
n theiiandi of a private banker or depositary, is made hmid 
Jidf as the means, ur supposed means, of more conveniently 
applying the money to Naval Service^, in that case the Judges 
answer, iliat nionica issued from the Exchequer to the Bank 
of England, on account of the Treasurer of tl^e Navy> pur» 
suant to the Act oi 25th Geo. 3, c. 31, may be lawfully 
drawn thi^reftpin. by drttts drawn in the name, and oh thfe . 
bcbfilf of d)e Treasurer,' in tjic foiw prescribed by the said 
Act, for the purpose of such monies being ultimately applied 
to Kaval Se(v^S| although in tbe/nean tiaie^.wd until tiie 



same shall be tequi1*ed to be so applied, the money may be 
deposited in the hands of a private banker, or other private 
depositary of such monies, in the name and under the im«, 
mediate sole controul and. disposition of some other person 
or persons than the Treasurer himself* 

Answer to the Third Question* 

The Judge's answer that it was not unlawful for the Trea- 
surer of the Navy, before the Act of 25th Geo. 3. c. 31, al- 
though after the warrant stated in the question, to apply any 
sum of money imprested to him for Navy Services, to other 
iises9 public or private, without express authority for so doing, 
so as to constitute a misdemeanor punisha^blc by information 
or indictment. 



COPIES OF REQUISITIONS, &c. 

To George Scholey and William DomvilUy EsquireSy Sheriffs of the 
County of Middlesex: 

We, the undersigned Freeholders of the county of Mid- 
dlesex, request that you will call a meeting of the Freeholders 
of the county of Middlesex, for the purpose of taking into 
consideration the gross violations of the law, and the flagrant 
abuses in the management and expenditure of public money, 
vrbich have been lately detected by the Commissioners of 
Naval Inquiry, and towards the investigation, reform, and 
punishment of which the representatives of the people in 
parliament have made so virtuous a progress. 

(Signed) Norfolk^ E. M. — Bedford — Devonshire — ^JVir- 
thumberland^ Dundas^^A* -K Shove-^Thomas 
Holmes^^Joseph Thomson-^John Richards*^ 
Charles Morrice. 

In consequence of the above requistion, we appoint a meet- 
ing of the Freeholders of the county of Middlesex, to be held 
at the Mermaid, Hackney, on Thursday, the ad of May next, 
at twelve. 

Afril 19. George Scholey 

William Donruille 



To James Blunt, Esq. Sheriff of the County of Southampton. 

We, the undersigned Freeholders of the county of South*. 
ampton, request that you will call a meetii^ of the Fie«-» 
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holders of the said county,' for the 'purpose of taking into 
consideration the gross violations of tne law, and the flagrant 
abuses in the management and expenditure of the public 
money* brought to light by the Commissioners of Naval In- 
quiry instituted by Pailramcnt, and also for* the "purposeof 
expressing our approbation of the conduct of the House of 
Commons, whotc ja«t ceiuure of the itbuses already discover- 
ed, and whose further investigation into the conduct of those 
persons who may be implicated in or have connived at these 
unprincipled practices^ demand and deserve our encourage- 
ment and support. 

(Signed) ffind)€9ter'^ChandU'^T€mpk^Carnarv9n'^ 
Pw tsmauih. 

Meeting appointed at the Castle of Winchester, Thursday, 
May i6. 



79 John AfaseUj^ Esq. High Sheriff rfth$ County af Ihrfolk. 

We, the undersigned Freeholders of the county of Norfolk^ 
request that ydti will call a meeting of the Freeholders of the 
county of Norfolk, for the purpose of taking into considera- 
tion the gross violations of the law, and the flagrant abuses 
in the management and expenditure of public money* which 
has lately been detected by the Commissioners of Naval 
Inquiry, and towards tlie investigation, reform, and punish, 
ifient of which the Representatives of the People of England 
have already made some progress, and are endeavouring to 
c^rry into effect. 

(Signed) Atbemark'^Cholm^udeley^fValpole'^Petre^John 
L§mbi-^Ritbard Paul JoddreU-^'JikhH GurJkfft-^ 
E. Rolfi — Robert Plumtree^^Herrry Styleman — S. 
Payne Galway^ Edward Roger Pratt — M. S. 
. Brathwayt^^John Mot tens-* Robert Lee Doughty 
—E. Rolfey Jun—S. Sevan. 

Mcetini; appointed at the Swan Inn, Norwich, on the i4tb 

May. 



To Sir WaSkin LeweSy Knight j High Bailiff of the Borough of' 
§outhwark. 

We, the undersigned Electors of the borough of South- 
wark, dolre^^nest ycm tacdnv^ne^ at aa eai^ly and convenieac 
day, a meeting of tfie Electors of tTiis Borough, to take into 
consideration the eross system of flagrant abuse in the ma^ 
nugement of public money, which^hai been b?diight to lightr 



by the Commissioners of Naval Inquiry, wfaei^m a late emi- 
nent Member of his Majesty's Administration had assumed 
to himself the dangercxps power of dispensing witli the enact- 
ing clauses of a plain positive law, by which immense sums 
of the public money have been put to hazard, for the p«r* 
poses of private gain, in direct contempt of a statute passed 
cxpreslsy to prevent this very crime, practices vrhich iiave^ 
brought discredit upon the King's Government, and called 
forth the just condemnation of the House of Commons, 
whose laudable progress towards the efficient corrcctioft of 
these delinquencies, demands the support, ttie approbation, 
^nd encouragement of the whole empire. 

(Signed) Richard Shepley'^ Edward Mar s^en — John £llif 
— John Swaine-^Mari Dixon — Samuel Lee 
-^John Gardner — John Lajier-^eo. Gayatt 
^^Jobn ^/)x-^Jam£s Slade^J. W. D^iwkins 
— £• Dickenson^ Prime, Spn, andJ^hnsM'^ 
William Little-'G. WWood-^n ht^mas S^ef 
— -i*/. Shaw^W, W. Hugstone-R. Roberts' 
^Tbcmas WiUH-^AhrabarnPutt'ley. 



Extracted from the Morning Chronicle ^ 'May 4, i8oc.'. 

Palace Yard, May 8^ 
%\ a Meeting of the Electors it was resolved unanimously^: 

I. That the votes of the House of Comthons on the 8th 
and lOth of Ajjril last, on the mptions of Samuel Whitbj-ead, 
Esq. founded upon the I oth Report of the Commissioners of 
Naval Inquiry, declaring the Lord Viscount l^lclviiletohavc 

'committed a gross violation of law, and a higK breach of his 
public duty ; have diffused through this astonished and in« 
di^aht nation, tlie most heartfek satisfaction and graxidue. 

II. Thatthp intrepid arid virtuous discharge of the duties 
with which the Legislature have invested the Commissioners 
of Naval Inquiry, has filled every upright mind with the pro- 
foundest veneration towards those Commissioners, that the 
renewal of tlieir power, and the enlargement, of (heir authori- 
ty, are objects of the utmost interest to this meetii^g^ an4 
that we are persuaded the whole nation participates in this 
sentiment. * 

IIT. That It is not among the siightest testimonials to the 
House, and fidelity of these Commissioners, tliat the onl^ 
persons who have dared to iiisinuate 'any thing to theif dis- 
advantage, are those alone, who, if not the attual accomplices 
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in gnilt, htve ncendy ^n the associates in office, and stand 
forth at this moment as the avowed champions in poblic, of 
a delinquent, convicted of clear, conscious, and demonstrable 
bteacb of law and trust, upon the most unec^uivocal of all 
species of evidence^ the confession of the culprit himself. 

IV. That any contrivances with a view to screen and pro«- 
tect the said Lord Viscount Melville, would be extremely 
revolting to the feelings of the country ; that it would ac* 
cumulate disrepute and suspicion upon the general character 
of the King's Government ; be highly disrespectful to tlie 
declared opinion of Parliament i and irreverend to the Mo« 
narch himself, whose Privy- Council List is still defiled by 
the name of the said delinquent. 

V. That a civil action against Lord Melville and Mr. 
Trotter> instead of a criminal prosecution, appears to^ this 
meeting to be, of itsclfi incapable of satisfying the public 
expectation. 

VL That tfie recovery of money is not an object to be put 
"in comparison with the making a great example, and vindi- 
caiting the justice of the law upon high delinquents, in the 
same spirit of equal, impartial, inflexible sternness, with 
which It would fall upon the poorest and most unprotected 
criminal 

VIL That an Address be presented to his Majesty, and a 
Petition to the House of Commons. 

Mr. Fox presented the following Petition on the 3d of May. 

Your Petitioners share the national gratitude to your Ho- 
nourable House for your memorable and virtuous votes of 
the 8th and loth of April last, founded on the loth Report 
of tile Commissioners of Naval Inquiry, declaring the Lord 
Viscount Melville to be guilty of a gross violation of the law, 
and a high breach of public duty. 

Never were parliamentary' measures received with more 
exultation by the country than the said votes, and nothing, 
your Petitioners are persuaded, could cause more disappoint- 
ment than your Honourable House slopping short of these 
great ends of justice which the public interest demands, and 
'the honour you have acquired by the said votes, exacts and 
enforces at your hands. 

The pure, the moderate, the faithful^ the independent, and 
the dignified discharge of the functions with which the law 
|}as invested the said Commissioners of Naval Inquiry, has 
filled the country with the most unqualified adiuiratipn qf 






their conduct. The renewal of their authority \s.vl source 6f 
the most unfeigned pleasure to the people at Urge ; and #e 
^o i^ost earnestly supplicate your Honourable House, that 
in the construction of the new statute, your attention will be 
fixed upon the contumacious obstruction to full inquiry, 
which is so clearly pointed out in the said loth Report $ a4i4 
that you will carefully guard against its repetition. 

Your Petitioners beg leave to state to your Honourable 
House, that a civil suit against Lord Melville and Mr. Trot- 
ter, unaccompanied by criminal prosecution, would be in- 
finitely short of the public hopes, because it is so of public 
justice. It is not the refunding of n>oney that, of itself, is 
of real consequence to the nation ; it is the infliction of an 
exemplary vengeance upon proved and powerful delinquents. 
It is the manifestation to the whole world that high Crimi- 
nals are not above the reach of punishment ; and tlxat the 
corrupt and wanton violations of law shall feel the strengtl^ 
of its arm. 

Above all things we intreat your Honourable House not 
to permit tlie public feeling to be sported with, and in the 
formation of inquiries similar to the Naval Commission, 
that you will take care that the power constituted be equal 
to its professed objects, both as relating to the vigour of tlic 
authority, and to the integrity of those who arc to put it in, 
execution ; for we submit to your Honourable House, if any- 
thing can be worse than a deep-rooted, wide-spreading sys- 
tem* of abuse and peculation in the management of the pub* 
lie money, it would not be the institution of a system of 
revision, in its nature a burlesque upon investigation, and 
in its result a mockery of justice. 

To all these points we beg the best attention of your 
Honourable House. We beseech you to puwuc with effect 
what you began with so much honour. We intreat you not 
to relax in your efforts till you have brought Lord Melville 
to condign punishment, and given to all who shall be found 
to have committed similar crimes, a signal demonstration, 
that in the Representatives of the People, instead of abettors 
in their iniquities, they will only find thv*: faithful guardians, 
lOf the nation, and the zealous vindicators of the laws. 

And your Petitioners, &c. 

VHL Thanks to Mr. Whitbread for his ability, manly 
moderation, and firm decision on the 8th and lotU of April* 

IX. Thanks to Lord St Vincent. 

X. Thanks to Mr. Fox 

XI. That the said Address and Petition be presented. 



jt a Meetiftg of the Electors cf ffestminftert on Fridaj^ -May yi^ 
tbi Htgh Bailifin the Cheur. 

Mr. W^hart reminded the electors of the manner in wliicli 
the Coroiuissioncrs of Naval Inquiry had been appointed : the 
opposition which their appointment had created in certain 
quarters, no doubt on verjr strong grounds : and the ne- 
farious transactions, which in all their reports had been dis^ 
closed. It was however the Tenth^eport which was at pre* 
scnt*the particular object of inquiry, and on which the ma- 
jority ot the House of Commons had come to a decision, so 
honourable to themselves, and so gratifying to their country. 
A noble Lord, long high in office, had been convicted of gross 
malversation, not from ignorance, for be was principally con- 
cerned in framing those laws which he had violated. He had 
allowed Trotter, his paymaster, expressly to contravene a law, 
passed for the better security of the public money, for no less 
a period than i6 years, and thus during all that time, the pub- 
lic money was put in danger, for the purpose of being applied 
to private emolument. It was natural to suppose, when such 
a transaction was brought tp light, that the first Minister of 
the Crown would have come forward to see the matter fully 
explained and investigated. He, however, followed a diffe- 
rent course, and seemed desirous of screening the delinquent- 
It was not till after a hard struggle, which the Speaker of the 
House of Commons, with so much honour to himself, de- 
cided by his casting vote, that this attempt to screeh convicted 
guilr, was defeated. But it was contended that this vote, and 
the consequent resignation of Lord Melville, ought to be 
considered a sufficient punishment. This he utterly denied, 
and contended it was contrary to all precedents in similar cases 
lecorded in our history. In the case of Chancellor Bacon, 
convicted of taking bribes, and conniving at tlie malversar 
tions of his servants, the most (exemplary punishment was In- 
flicted. That nobleman was fined 40,CD0o/., was expelled 
from the House of Lords, and forbid ever to appear again in 
tlie presence of his Sovereign. In 1720, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer of that day, was found guilty of certain infamous 
proceedings, connected with the South oea scheme, and wa^ 
compelled to resign his official situation. But, was that 
resignation held to be at all adequate to tlie enormity of his 
guilty on the contrary, he was committed to the tower, ^nd 
was declared incapable of ever after holding any official sitiMb- 
tion, and was forced to disgorge his ill gqtten wealth. It was 
neceseary that similar measures should ^ pursued against 
Lord Melville, that a great example should be made of liim, 
to deter future offenders and tp shew the whole world, that in 
this country no public delinquent, however exalted his- statioix 
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f)t extensive bis influefi^C) could hope to escape the strong 
^rm of the law, 

Mr. Fox praised Lord St. Vincent, and said be did not 
overpower the French and Spanish Admirals, till after a stout 
resistance. The hardest tussle however was with Lord. Mel- 
ville, before victory was obtained. The flag ship had now 
indeed struck, and it was to be hoped that the other subordi- 
nate ships would also Soon be compelled to strike. The 
honourable gentleman, who introduced the business (Mr. 
Wishart) had very properly said, that unless some further 
proceedings against Lord Melville were instituted, the whole 
iDusiness would be incomplete. He fully concurred in this 
idea, and begged to warn the meeting against any hopes of 
rectifying convicted abuses by future regulations, instead of 
retrospective punishment. Even if a new law were intro- ' 
<ittced, what Iiope was there that it would be more fairly- 
acted upon than in the case of that law, for the violation of 
which the noble Lord was connected ? When that law was 
brought forward, a pledge was given that it would be im- 
plicitly followed, and that pledge had been broken. What 
security then had the House, that any future pledges would 
be better observed ? The only pledge they had was, the iii- 
tiiction of the exemplary vengeance. It was said, however, 
that the noble lord was already sufficiently punished. He 
utterly denied this^ for independent of his resignation^ he 
bad experienced no punishment for his delinquences. Mere 
resignation coald not be considered as punishment ; for iu 
many cases it was glorious, and was at least always innocent* 
There was another circumstance too to be considered, that 
though the House of Commons had strongly censured Lord 
Melville, the Sovereign had not yet been advised to pass on 
him any mark of displeasure. What was the inference from 
this backwardness of Ministers, to recommend to his Ma«* 
jesty to remove Lord Melville from all places of trust, held 
during pleasure, and to banish him from his Councils for 
ever? He appealed to the meeting, whether it had not very 
much the appearance of a consciousness of a connexion witii 
Lord Melville, which rendered it very unsafe for them ta 
break with him at this crisis. Their conduct in attempting 
to screen him, was a stong symptom of some participation in 
his proceedings. He put it to the feelings of any m'an who 
bad an intimate friend convicted of nelarious proceedings^ 
whetlier he would not be anxious to free himself from the 
S4ispicion of all knowledge of their existence. Why Minis- 
ters had not followed so obvious a course, was best known to 
themselves- 

He called on the meeting not to flag in their exertions^ to 
have all this business sifted to the bottom, for if they were 
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Dot true to tbemselvesi how could they expect their reprt« 
sentatlves to be anxious for the correction of abuses. He 
trusted their example would be followed through every part 
of the kingdom, and that the people would insist on the re-- 
i;ular attendance of their representatives! when business of 
so much consequence was going forward in Parliament This 
was the more necessary, as out of 658 memberSi no more 
than 438 could be collected. He did not now throw any re- 
flection on his noble colieaguct who was honourably em«* 
ployed in the service of his country, but many others had 
iM> such excuse. 



TO THE KING'S MOST EXCELLENT MAJESTY, 

Tlie bumble Address of the Lord Mayor^ Aldermen, and 
Commons, of the City of London, in Common Council 
assembled. 

May it please your Majesty^ 

We, your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects the 
Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and Commons of the City of 
London, m Common Council assembled, beg leave, with 
every sentiment of duty and devotion to your Majesty's 
person and government, to approach your Majesty with our 
sincere congratulations on the discoveries which havs been 
made by the reports of the commissioners of Naval Inquiryt 
laid before your Majesty and the other branches of the 
Legislature, from which your Majesty must have seen with 
astonishment and indignation, that an eminent member of 
your Majesty's government, the Lord Viscount Melville, had 
been guilty of practices which the representatives of the 
people, in Parliament assembled, have declared to be a gross 
violation of the law, and a high breach of duty. 

We are persuaded that your Majesty's royal mind feels it to 
be a great aggravation of Lord Melville's palpable, conscious, 
and deliberate breach of a statute^ which he, beyond all others, 
was bound to observe with strict fidelity, that he had filled so 
many and such high offices in executive government, and was 
honoured with so large a portion of your Majesty's coa» 
fidence. 

The virtues which adorn you;* Majesty, and which excite 
in the highest degree the love of your people, are a pledge to 
the nation that, in removing Lord Melville from your Ma- 
jesty's councils and presence for ever, the punishment of a 
delinquent, however just, is far less a motive with your 
Majesty than the example held out. that no Minister, how 
ever favoured, shall presume upon your Majesty's counte- 



11 

tiance, i^ho diall be found to havetrampled upon tlic la^,and 
to have disgraced the functions with which he has been in- 
vested. 

The investigations of the Commissioners of Naval Inquiry 
excited the interest, and inspired the country with gratitude 
towards those Commissions; and we are persuaded that your 
Majesty participates in the general anxiety which pervades all 
ranks for the prolongation, and, if necessary, for the enlarge* 
tnent of their authority. 

Confiding in your Majesty's paternal solicitude, that what- 
ever is chearfully contributed by a loyal people shall be faith* 
fully administered, we entertain the fullest assurance that, t0 
your Majesty, it will be a source of the profoundest satisfac^ 
tion, that all necessary measures shall be adopted and perse- 
vered in towards the correction and punishment of proved 
iiialversation, and that nothing will be omitted which shall 
have a tendency to promote the public confidence in Govern- 
ment, and to invigorate and confirm the spirit, energy, and 
union of your Majesty's empire, at this important crisis. 

Signed by order of the. Court, 

WOODTHORPE, 



^ff^ 0/ tbi Resohittms 9f the House %f Commons on the %th •/ 
Aprily and of their Order of the ^^th* 

!• Hesoiv^d^ That it appears to this House, That on the 
18th of June 1782, the *' House of Cofosnons, in a Coai- 
mittee of the whole House, came, amongst others, to the 
following Resolutions: 

2. ** That It is the opinion of this Committee, That some 
** regulations ought to be adopted for the purpose of lesseniii[g 
** and keeping down the balances of public money, which 
•* appear to have usually been in the hands of the 'l>e?»surer 
** of the Navy; and it would, be beneficial to the public^ If 
•« the first and other clerks, in the different branches bclong- 
•* ing to the said office, were paid by fixed and permanent 
*', salaries, in lieu of all ices^ gratuities, and other perqui- 
^* sites whatsoever. 

3. *• That it is the opinion of this Committee, That from 
** henceforward the Paymaster of His Majesty's Land Forces 
•* and the Treasurer of the Navy, for tnc time being, shall 
•♦ not apply any sum or suras of money, imprested to them, 
** or eitlier of them, to any purpose of advantage or interest 
^ to themselves, either directly or indirectly. 

4. •* That it appears to this Committee, That the Com- 
** fiiis^ioners appointed to examine, take, and state the public 
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«* accounts of the kingdom, have, so far as appears from the 
«• reports which they have hitherto made, discharged the duty 
•* entrusted to them with greSt diligence, accuracy, and ability; 
** and if Parliament shall carrv into execution those plans of 
** reform and regulation, which are sugirested by the matter 
** contained in tlie reports of the said Commissioners, it 
^* cannot but be attended with the most beneficial conscquen^- 
*• ces to the future welfare and prosperity of this kingdom/* 

5. Resolved^ That in furtherance of the intention of the 
House of Comrtnons, expressed in such resolutions, His Ma- 
jesty, by his warrant, dated 26th June 1782, directed that the 
salary of the Treasurer of the Navy should be increased to 
40CO/. per annum, in full satisfaction of all wages and fees, 
and other profits and emoluments, theretofore enjoyed by 
former Treasurers. 

6. Resolved, That it appears to this House, That, during 
the Treasurcr^ihip of the Right Honourable Isaac Bane, the 
conditions of the aforesaid warrant were strictly complied 
with ; that the whole of the money issued from the Fxchequer 
to Mr. Barre. for naval services, was lodged in the Bank; 
that it was never drawn from thence previously to its being ad- 
vanced to the Sub accountants, to be applied to the public 
service: that during the time Mr. Bai re acted as Treasurer 
and Ex-trtasurei>, he had not in his possession or custody any 
of the public money, and that neither he, nor the Fay master 
of the Navy, did derive any profit or advantage from the use 
or employment thereof. 

7. Resohedj- That the Right Honourable Henry Dundas, 
now Lord Viscount Melville, succeeded to the office of Trea- 
surer of the Navy on the iQth August 1782, when a further 
addition wa«: made to the salary of the said office, in order to 
produce a net annual income of 4,000/. after the payment of 
all taxes and chargesL on the same ; and that this additional 
salary was considcied by the said Lord Viscount Melville as 

'granted to him in lieu of all wages, fees, profits, and other 
emoluments, enjoyed by former Treasurers. 

8. Resolvedy I'hat the 5aid Lord Viscount Melville con- 
tinued in the said office till the 10th of April 1785; that, 
being asked whether he derived any advantage from the use. of 
the public money during that period, he, in his examination 
before the Commissioners of Naval Enquiry, declined answer- 
ing any question on that head; but that he has, in a letter since 
written to the said Commissioners, and dated the 28th March 

* last, declared, '* that previous to 1786, he did not derive any 
•' advantage from the use or employment of any money issued 
<« for carrying on the service of the Navy ;" but Mr. Doug- 
las, who was Paymaster, being dead, and his Lordship haying 
lefdsed to answer any questions on this head, as aforesaid, no 
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evidence has been' obtained as to the application of nionie$ 
issued for the service of the -Navy, or the mode of drawing 
the same from the Bank, during that period. 

9. Resolved^ That the Right Honourable Cbarks Townsi* 
hend, now Lord Bayning, held the office of Treasurer" of the 
Navy from the iitli of April 1783 to the 4th of January 
1784; and that, from the examination of his Lordship, it 
appears, that, durhighis TreasurersUip, no part of th€ money 
issued for the service of the Navy was applied to his privali 
use or advantage, and that he does not believe that Mr. Doug*- 
las, who acted under him as Paymaster, derived any profit or 
advantage from the use or employment of the public moneys 
except the money issued for the payment of Exchequer fees* 

10. Resolved^ That the Right Honourable Henry D.undas 
was re-appointed Treasurer of the Navy on the 5th of Janu»- 
ary 1784, and continued in the said office until the ist of 
June 1800. ' . . .* 

11. Resolved^ That, in the year 1785, an Act of Parliament 
was passed (25 Geo, III. c. 31.) intituled, **. An Act for 
*' better regulating the Office of Treasurer of His Majesty's 
** Navy," whereby it is directed, that no money shall be 
issued from the Treasury to the Treasurer of .the Navy» hut 
that all monies issued for Naval services, shall he paid to the 
Bank on account of naval services, and placed to theaccouMt 
of the Treasurer of the Navy, and shall not be paid out of 
the Bank unless for naval services, and in pursuance of drafts 
signed by the Treasurer, or some person oj persons autho- 
rizcd by him, which drafts shall specify the heads of service 
to which such sums are to be applied; and that the regula- 
tions under the said Act shall take place from the 31st of 
July 1785. 

12. Resolved^ That the execution of the said Act was post- 
poned till the month of January 1786; and that from that 
time till the month of June 1800, when Lord Melville left 
the office of Treasurer, contrary to the practice established in 
the Treasurership of the Right Honourable Isaac Barre, corr- 
trary to the Resolutions of the House of Commons of tht 
l8th of June 1782, and in defiance of the provisions of the 
above-mentioned Act of 25 Geo. IIL c. 31, large sums of 
money were under pretence of navy services, and by a mani« 
fcst evasion of the Act, at various times drawn from the 
Bank and invested in exchequer and navy bills, lent upon the 
security of stock, employed in discounting private bills, in 
purchasing Bank and East India Stock, and used in vaiious 
ways for the purpose of private emolument. 

13. Resolvedy That Alexander Trotter, Esquire, the Pay- 
master of the Navy, was the person by whom, or in whose 
namei the public money was thus employed j and that in so 
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doing he acted with the knowledge and consent of Lord 
Viscount Melville, to whom, he was at the same time private 
agent, and for whose use or benefit he occasionally laid out 
Irom ten to twenty thousand pounds, without considering 
'Whether he was previously in a«ivance to his Lordship, or 
irvhether such advances were made from his public or private 
inlances. 

14^ RiS9lved^ That the Right Honourable Lord Viscount 
Melville, having been privy to, and having connived at, the 
Withdrawing from the Bank of England, for the purpose, as 
stated by Lord Melville, of private emolument to Mr. Trotter, 
•utns issued to Lord Melville as Treasurer of the Navy, and 
placed to his account in the Bank, according to the provisions 
rf the a5th Geo. 3, c. 31, has been guilty of a gross violation 
oi the law, and a high breach of duty. 

April 29. 

Ofdtred^ That the Attorney- General be directed to take 
such measures as may appear to him to be most effectual, in 
doc course of law, for ascertaining and recovering any sums 
of money that may be due to the Public from Lord Viscount 
Melville or Alexander Trotter, Esquire, in respect of any 
]Mrofits derived by them from monies issued for naval pur- 
|ioses, and that may have come into their hands, subsec^ucnt 
t<^thc ist day of January I 1786. 
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WJ^ ITERS or CADETS 

Going to the EAST INDIES j will do well ta give an attentive Perufal 
to the Orders of the GOFERNOR-GENERjiL and COUNCIL at 
BENGAL ; whicht with a Lift of Books on Oriental Literature and 
Military Science, may be bad gratis of 

JAMES ASP ERNE, 

BOOKSELLER, 
• (Succeflbr to Mr. SEWELL,) / 

^t the BIBLE, CROWN, and CONSTITUTION, 

f^o. 32, CQRNHILL. 

ASeUa Lift OirORlENTAL BOOKS that will he found 
vfefiil to JVriters, Cadets, and GentUmen going to the Eaji 
Indies, fold by JAMES JSPERNi;. 

^LADH^IN^s Pcriian Moonlhcc ; containing the Grammatical Rules the 
Fund Nameh of Sadi, Forms of Addrefs, Seleifl Tales^ and Pleaiing Storiesy 
Lives of the Philofophers^ Dialogues, and fome Chapters of the Gofpel 
of St. Matthev^. Jn One large volume. Royal Quarto ; and illuftrated 
with Thirty-two Plates, containing exad Imitations of Periian and Arabic 
ManufcriptSy half bound, Rufiia backs, 3I. 3 s. 
•#• Tii^ IVark will be found to contain e^ery requifite inftruGion for thofe who 

may wj/b 'to obtain a thorough knowledgt of the B erf tan language," and to render the 

moft d^cidt hand-writing ferfe&ly familiar. 
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H/iDLET*^ Compendioos Grammar of the Carrent Corrupt Dialed of the 
Jargon of Hi/idoiUn, (commonly called Moors ;} with a Vocabalaiy, 
Englifh ^nd Moors, Moors and Englifh* 8to. ios, 6d« 

HOlVISON*s Diftionary of the Malay Tongue, as fpoken in the Peninfula 
of Malacca, the Iflands of Sumatra, Java, Borneo, Pulo Pinang, &c. &c. In 
Two Fans, Englifh and Malay, and Malay and Englifh. To which is prefix^, 
-A Grammar of that Language. Embellifhed with aMap« boand^ iL i6s. 

J DICTIONARY of Words ufed in the Eaft Indies, with/ull Explanations ; 
tlie lea'ling Word of each iYrtlcle being printed in a new Nuftaleek Type. 
To wliich is adilcd, Mohammedan Law and Bengal Revenue Ternas. With 
an Appendix, containing Forms of Firmauns, Perwanehs, Arizdafhrs, Inftru- 
ments and Contrails of Law, Paflports, &c.in Perfian and Engli(h; bound, 3s 

JONES*^ Grammar of the Perfian Language. The Sixth Edition, with an 
Index, 4to. bound, il. is. 

THBFLOfFERS OF PERSIAN LITERATURE ; containing Extrafts from 
the moil celebrated Authors, in Profe and Verfe; with a Tranflation into 
Englifh : Being intended as a Companion to vSir William Jones's Perfian 
Grammar, il. is., or bound with Jones's Grammar, 2I. 

J VOC A nULjIRT of iht Perfian Language, in Two Partt, Perfian and Eng- 
lifh, and Englifh and Perfian. The Second Edition. Compiled from Menin- 
Iki's Thefaurus, Richardfon's Diftionary, Golius's Lexicon, Gladwin and 
Kirkpatrick's Vocabularies, the BibliothequeOrientale,&c&c. 8s. 6dL, bound. 

RICHARDSON*^ Grammar of the Arabic Lsmguage, in which the Rules are 
illuftrated by Authorities from the beft Writers; principally adapted for the 
Service of the Honourable Kaft India Company, bound, il. is. 

mCHJRDSON'j Di^ionary, Englifh, Perfian, and Arabic, 2 vols, reprinting. 

J DICTIONARY of the Portuguefe and Englifh Languages : In Two Parts, 
Portogoefe and Englifh, and Englifh and Portuguefe ; wherein the Words 
are explained in their different Meanings, by Examples from the beft Pertn- 
gucfe and Englifh Writers. Throughout the Whole are intcrfperfed a great 
Number of Phrafes and Proverbs. By Anthony Vieyra, Tranftagano, A 
new Edition, carefully revifed, and the Poftoguefe Words properly accented, 
to facilitate the Pronunciation to Learners, il. i6s, bound* 

RULES^ AND REGULJTIONS for the Formations, Field Exercifcs, and 
Movements of his Majefty's Infantry, 6s. 

SMIRKE*s Review of a Battalion of Infantry, including the Eightccfl 
Manceuvres, illuflrated by a Series of tngraved Diagrams ; to wliich aie 
added the Words of Conimand ; with an accurate Defcriptionof each Ma- 
noeuvre, explaining the Duty^ and afcertaining the Situation of the Officers 
through the various Movements of the Corps : forming an eafy IntrodoAion 
to this Part of the Syftcm ofBritifh Military Lifcipline,' boards, 6b, 6d. 

^DET's Treatife on Courts Martial; alfo an EfTay on Miliury Punifhmenti 
and Rewards. Seventh Edition, 4s. boards. 

Where may alfo hi bad. 

All rtw Political Pamphlets, particularly thofe refpefting the Eaft Indies, the 
India Company, and the Trade thereof} with Hindooflaoee, PerlUo, and Malay 
Giammars, Dictionaries, and every Publication that is of any ufe in attaining! 
Knowledge of the Oriental Languages, or Military Science ♦, eflentially necefTary to 
Perfons intending to go in the Company's Service as Writers, Cadets, or Free Mei chants. 

Bcfides the Articl.es mentioned in this Lift, Books in every Branch of Learning, 
alfo all new Publications, may be had of J. AsPERNt, as foon as publiflied j snd 
Cju-e is taken to keep a good Aftbrtment, in the beft and moft elegant Bindings. 
• A Lift of which, with the Orders of the Governor-General and Council 
at Bengal, may be M Gratis of J. Asperne. ^ 

Printed by L Gold, '^ 

Shoe-Lane. 
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in guilt, hare recently been the associates in office, and stand 
forth at this moment as the avowed champions in public, of 
a delinquent, convicted of clear, conscious>and demonstrable 
bleach of law and trust, upon the most unequivocal of ail 
species of evidence^ the confession of the culprit himself. 

IV. That any contrivances with a view to screen and pro* 
tect the said Lord Viscount Melville, would be extremely 
revolting to the feelings of the country ; that it would ac* 
cumulate disrepute and suspicion upon the general character 
of the King's Government ; be highly disrespectful to tlie 
declared opinion of Parliament i and irreverend to the Mo« 
narch himself, whose Privy- Council List is still defiled by 
the name of the said delinquent. 

V. That a civil action against Lord Melville and Mr. 
Trotter, instead of a criminal prosecution, appears to^ this 
meeting to be, of itself* incapable of satisfying the public 
expectation. 

VL That tfce recovery of money is not an object to be put 
"^in comparison with the making a great example, and vindi- 
cating the justice of the law upon high delinquents, in the 
same spirit of equal, impartial, inflexible sternness, with 
which It would fall upon the poorest and most unprotected 
criminal. 

VIL That an Address be presented to hisMajestyi and a 
Pctitipn to the House of Commons. 

Mr. Fox presented the following Petition on the 3d of May. 

Your Petitioners share the national gratitude to your Ho- 
nourable House for your memorable and virtuous votes of 
the 8th and 10th of April last, founded on the loth Report 
of the Commissioners of Naval Inquiry, declaring the Lord 
Viscount Melville to be guilty of a gross violation of the law, 
and a high breach of public auty. 

Never were parliamentary' measures received with more 
exultation by the country than the said votes, and nothing, 
your Petitioners are persuaded, could cause more disappoint- 
ment than your Honourable House stopping short of these 
great ends of justice which the public interest demands, and 
'the honour you have acquired by the said votes, exacts and 
enforces at your hands. 

The pure, the moderate, the faithful, the independent, and 
the dignified discharge of the functions with which the law 
]bas invested the said Commissioners of Naval Inquiry, has 
filled the country with the most unqualified admiration qf 



